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TuE attention of the public has Leon lately turned to the state 
of Mahomedan feeling in India, owing to three causes, viz, the 
Wahabi trials, Dr. Lunter’s book on tho “Indian Musalmans,” 
and the murdor of the late lamented Chief Justico Norman. Dr, 
Hunitor’s work has made a great sensation in India, and has beon 
read with avidity hy all classes of the community, I commenced its 
perusal hoping that a light would be shod upon what, to the gene- 
val public, has been hithorto an obscure subjoct; and as I had 
heard that the author was a warm friend of Mahomedans, my in- 


torcst in the work was groat. No man, and especially no Mahos , 


modan, can havo perused this, tho accomplished author's last ecle- 
brated work, witliont boing impressed with his extrome htoary 
skill, his Macaulay-like telent of vivifying overything that his pen 
treats of. Literary skill is not, however, everything, and an author 
writing for tho Indian as woll as for the English public should be 
careful not to so color the subject, whicl: he treats of, as to make it 
mischiovous aud of small value as an historical work. I am aware 
that many of the ruling raco in India are under the improssion 
that English literature, both books aud newspapers, seldom, if ever, 
permeates the strata of native socioty. As regards general literature, 
this impression is correct as far as the millions ave concerned ; 
but, on particular subjects, such as the slato of fooling of the Eug- 
lish 10 the natives, religious questions, or matters affecting taxa- 
tion, it is a mistaken one, 
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Natives anxiously con all articles bearing upon the feolings 
with which their rulers regard thom, Artioles sueoring ut Chom or 
misrepresenting their thoughts and feclings, sink deep into their 
soul, and work much harm. Although all cannot read, thoy inane 
age to hear the contents of this and that article or work: from those 
who can, and the subject usually receives a good deal of ombellish- 
ment as it is passed fram one to the other, Articles or books on 
religious and fiscal questions are also eagerly commented on by a 
large proportion of the population. : 


What books and newspapers enunciate is, by the goneral na~ 
tive public, believed to be the opinion of the whole English commu- 
nity—official or non-official-—from the veriest clork to the Governor 
General in Council —ayo, oven to tho Queon hersolf! Such being 
the caso, writers should be careful of their facts whon treating of 
any important subject, and having got their facts, ought to avoid 
all exaggeration or misrepresontation, Now when wo find an offi- 
cial, high in office and in favor with Government, giving uttoranco 
to agsertions and assumptions such as thoso contained in Dr, Inn 
ter’s work, it is but natural that wo Mahomedans ‘should como to 
tho conclusion that the author's opinions aro shaved in more Sv less 
by the whole English community, T havo before snontioned that 1 
had expected great things from Dr. Tuntor's book, Alus! that 1 
should add one moro to the long list of disappointed mon, Mriend 
to the Mahomedans, as Dr. Hunter no doubt is, his friendship, as 
represented by this his last work, has worked us great harm. 
“God save me from my friends!” was tho oxclamation which roo 
to my lips as I perused tho author's pages. I perfectly admit the 
kindly feeling towards Mahomedans whioh pervades tho whole-book, 
and for this I heavtily thank the talented author, At the same 
time, I regret deeply that his good intentions should havo been so 
grievously frustrated by the manner in which ho has writton, and 
that he has used his “ power of the pen” in a way calculated still 
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more tq embitter the minds of Englishmen against the already lit- 
tle loved Moslems. 


Dr. Tfunter expressly states that it is only the Bengal Maho- 
medans to whom he applics tho subject-matter of the book, and 
that it js only them whom he knows intimately, ‘fhe book, how- 
evor, abounds in pastages which lead the reader to believe Uhat it 
is not moroly tho Bengal Mahomedans that the author treats 
of, hut the Mahomedans throughout India, The title of the work 
itself proves this, “Our Indian Musalmans, Are they bound in 
conscience to rebel against the Queen %” Again at page 11, there oc- 
curs the following passage :—“ Discussions which disclose the Ma- 
homedan masses cagerly ciinking in tho poisoned teachings of 
the Apostles of Insurrection, and a small minority anxiously seek- 
ing to got vid of the duty to rebel by ingenious interprotations of 
their sacred Law.” Again on the same page—* The Musalmans 
of India are, and have been for many years, asource of chronic 
danger Lo the British powor in India.” With a knowledge, there. 
foro, only of Bengal Mahomedans, the, author gives us the general 
foeling of Mahomedans throughout India, As a cosmopolitan Ma- 
homedan of India, T must raiso wy voice in opposition to Dr, Hun. 
ter in defonce of my follow-countrytaon, I know full well ihe 
avduousnoss of tho task which I havo undortakon—the difficulty 
which encompasses ovory advocate of a cause which has beon pre 
and misjudged Ly men of a difforont raco. I only ask for an im- 
partial heariug in the words of the Bishop of Manchester, spoken 
at Nottinghum last month :—“ All things are possible to him that 
boheveth, and where thers is true faith there is certain to be no 
obliquity of conduct.” Boing firm in my belief in what I am about 
to write, T hope that it may bo possible for me to convinces the 
public that all is not gold that glitters, and that all is not exaotly 
ag Dr, [Lunter would have il believed. 


\ . 
As Dr, Hunter's work represents Wahabi-ism and rebellion ~ 
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against the British Government aa synonymons, T will first proceed 
to review the light in which the formor is presented to tho ndian, 
public by the learned dovtor, and I will thon pass on to tho consi- 
deration of the latter question, Wahabi-ism has withal beon littl 
understood by the world at largo, aud it iy rather diffeulé to put it 
in a comprehensive light before the public. Tn my opinion, what 
tho Protestant is to Roman Catholic, so is the Wahali to the other 
Mahomedan creeds, A. work on Wahabi-ism was translated into 


* English, and publishad in the 18th Volume of tho Royul dsicatio 


Journal in 1852. Init the doctrines of the. fuith aro protty 
accurately defined, and Dr, TTunter has reduced them to tho follow- 
ing seven doatrines :—" First,’ absolute reliance upon ane Cod ; 
second, absolute renunciation of any medialory agent between 
man and his Makor, including the rojeation of tho prayors of the 
saints, and even of the semi-divine mediation of Mahomed himsalf 
third, the right of private interpretation of the Mahomedan Serip- 


* tures, and the rejection of all priestly glosses of tho Holy Whit; 


+ fourth, absolute rejection of all the forms, ceremonies, and out» 


ward observances with which tho medieval and modern Mahomoe- 
dans have overlaid the pure faith; /i/th, constant looking for tho 
Prophet (Imam), who will lend tho trne Beliovors to vielory over 
the Infidels ; siwth, constant recognition, both in thpory and prac 
tice, of the obligation to wage war pon all Infidels ; seventh, tin. 
plicit obedienco to tho spititual guido.” 


Now, thore ave soveral orrors here, The Iattor part of tha’ 
second doctrine is so ambiguously worded that the meaning does 
not stand out vory clear: if onght to stand thns— And to recognize 
Mahomed as nothing more than an inspired ian, and to dishelieve 
in any power of mediation by saints or prophets, including 
Mahomed himself, before the Holy Tiibunal.” ‘Tho third doctrine 
is also ambiguous, and J would amend it thus— Right of ovory 
individual to interpret the Koran according to his lights, and not 
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to be bound to follow implicitly the interpretation put upon tho 
some by any formor priest.” ‘The fifth doctrine is quite obscure, 
and its truo ineaning is much altered. It bens a great’ affinity 
to the belicf of the Jows and Christians—in the advont of tho 
Messiah, of the former,and of the second coming of Christ of the 
Jatler. Mahomedans beliove that before the ond of the world, and 
before the second advent of Christ, an Imam will deseond on the 
earth to load true Believers to victory over the Infidels, Many 
Mahomedans disheliove in this, and regard it asa story invented 
by the Jews, and Which has crept into their religion, Howevor 
this may be, it will be observed that Dr, Hunter has perverted its 
moaning, and has represented the prosont generation of Wahabis 
as expecting tho Imam to lead them to victory aguinst the English, * 
Tho sixth doctrine has also snffored at the author's hands, Had , 
ho added the words—* provided that the Musalmans leading tho 
jihad be not the subjects of thoso Infidels, living under 
them in peaco, and without any oppression being exercised towards 
them—provided that they have not left their property and families 
under tho protection of such Infidels—provided thot their exists 
no treaty betweon them and the Tnfidels—and provided that the 
Musalmans be poworful enough to be certain of succoss”—had, L 
any, all those provisions hoon added hy our author, his rondoring 
of this doctrine would Lavo boon correct. His object, howovor, 
being to prosont tho Walabi doolrines in their most terrifying 
form, he wisoly omitted all these provisions. Ido not understand 
what the author moans by tho words “spiritual guide” in the 
soventh doctrine, If, hy it, ho implies a guide of faith, he is in 
orror, ag, by the third doatrine, Wahabis aro not bound to follow any 
priest hlindly. Tf, howovor, he means a Mahomedan ruler, he ig 
right, One thing, however, he has omitted to tell us, viz, that 
Mahomodans are ound to obey an Infidel ruler as long as ho 
does not interfere with their religion, I would particularly urge on ~ 
my readers 10 bear these doctrines in mind as now inlorpreted by 
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me; Dr. Hunter’s rendering of them boing ambiguous and 
calculated to mislead, I shall now proceed to show tho origin of 
Wahabi-ism — what it was formerly called, when tho prosont name 


was given it, and why. 


Dr, Hunter writes (page 57) :—“It (Wahabi-ism) is 1 systom 
which reduces the religion of Mahomed to 2 puro ‘Theism.” This 
is quite true; I would merely romark, howover, that this is exact~ 
ly what Mahomedanism was in the days of Mahomed, before it was 
encrusted with its present forms and ceremonies by medimval and- 
modein Mahomedans, Mahowedanism was at first for many long 
yoars a pure and simple Theism ; but in tho second century of the 
Higra, when the ideas of the learncd mon ay to its principles were 
reduced to writing, it was divided into the four ehurehes—Lanafi, 
Shéfai, Malki, and Iumbali. For some time il remained optional! 
for Mahomedans to choose and follow any doctrine of any of these 
four churches, Whon, however, Bani Uinaiyt and Bani Abbas 
became kings, an edict was issued directing all Mahomedans to 
embrace the whole doctrines of any ong church of the above four, 
Those who disobeyed this edict wera punished, By thiy unjust 
order, free opinion was summarily suppressed, and religious 
inloleance gained supremacy. Thoro were slill, howover, many 
who ching to the trno faith in its primitive simplicity, but who 
dared not breathe their opinions except toa trusted fow, ‘Thoir 
name was then Ahal-i-[Tadis, 2, ¢, boliovars in the sayings of the 
Prophet, who were not boynd down by the doctrines of tho four 
churches, As time went on, the ordor first alluded to was more 
and more strictly enforced until, with tho majority of Mahomed~ 
ans it became the principal article of faith, The Ahal-i-Ladia 

“gradually became hated by the masses, and in Mahomedan law- 
books they wére held up to the execration of the Taithful, ‘This 
state of affnirs prevailed throughout the whole Mahomedau world 
until the beginning of the seventeenth century A.D, A civil war 
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breaking out just then in Arabia, Abdul Wahab, son of the chief 
of Nojd, dofeated his opponents and ascended a thione of his own 
making, His faith was that of tho Ahal-i-[adis, and as he was 
supreme in his own country, ho openly preached and spread the 
doctrines of tho original creed. Ife died and was sueceeded by a 
ruler of the same faith, who soon after his accession prepared for 
a pilgrimago to Mecen, On asking, however, the Sharif of Mecca 
for loavo to porform the pilgrimago according 10 the precopts of 
his faith, his request was refused, 


The applicant denicd the right of any ono to refuse him entry 
and marched on and conquered both Mccca and Medina, He then 
proceeded Lo abolish all the forms and ceremonies wilh which pure 
Mahomedanism had become encumbered—demolished tho four 
Towors built within the Holy Temple for the worshippers of the 
four churches, and destroyed the tombs of saints which were 
worshipped as idols, Lo was, however, soon aftor defeated by 
Muhammad Ali, Pasha ot Egypt, and compelled to evacuate both 
Mecca and Modina, ‘The Mahomedan world was plunged into grief 
at tho—in their opinion—snorileges perpetrated by tho Ahal-i- 
Hadis, and a bitter onmity sprung up between tho Turks and the 
fullowors of Abdal Wahib, The lattor were henceforth styled 
Wahubis, instead of the former name, Ahal-i-Hadis, 


This was exactly what the Jews did to the followars of Christ 
whon they called them Nazarenes, In India, during the Mahomed- 
an rule, the Turk and Pathan kings, who were of the Tanaft scot 
wore strictly averse to religious toleration, and tho same state of 
affairs provailed during the sovereignty of the Mogul Emperors, 
excopt during the latter part of the reign of Akbar, - 


Tho followers of Ahal-i-Iladis, 4 ¢, the Wahabis, could not, 
therefore, then preach thoir faith without’ groat danger, On the 
, establishment of British rulo, howover, owing to the English 


. 
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. principle of strict religious toleration, the followors of Ahal-i-LTadis 
again came to the front and preached openly and fumiessly. ‘Tho 
Indian Mahomedans, howevor, hated them as cordially as the 
Axabion Ahal-i-Hadis were hated by the Turks, and they also cull 
ed thom Wahabis. Such is the history of Wahabi-ism, tho bng- 
bear of Dr. Hunter. 


Tn a foot-note, page 22, Dr. Tuntor says that the wad 
“Wahabi” belongs to a later poriod, and that this sooth waa first 
stylod “Ghizis” or “Jihadis.” ‘This is quite a mistako on his part ; 
Ghézis or Jihadis a10 men who join in a roligious war withoul any 
distinction of sect. Theio havo beon, and there olill are, Jihadis 
of all sects, but to call the Wahabis, as a whole, Jihadis, is utterly 
wrong, There were Jihadis amongst tho Cluistiang in the days of 
the Crusades. 


I shall now endeavour to explain the faith and porsuasion of 
the fiontier tiibes amongst whom Dr, Huntor establishes tho 
Rebel Camp. 


The mountain wibes on our North-West Frontier ara Sunis, 
Thoy belong to the Hanafi sect, and aro stiictor in tho obsorvanco 
of their religion than thoir coscligionists of tho plains, ‘Tho latter 
bear no onmity towards tho other thtoe Mahomedan seals; whilst 
tho hostility of the mountain tribes to all other sects is bitter in 
the exticme. An outsider has no security for his life or property 
whilst in their country; unless he change his tonets, and adapt them 
to those of the Hanafis amongst whom his lol is cast. A. fiiond of 
mine, the late Haji Syed Mahammad, one of the Shafi seal, and 
an inhabitant of Georgia, some years ago, travelled amongst these 
frontier taibes, Ie 1clated to mo the many hardships and severi« 
ties to which he was subjected on account of his faith, and said 
that he néver felt himself secure in any town, villago, or even 
mosque, These wild denizens of tho hills generally loko, ag their 
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text-hooks, commentaries on the IJanafi Church, of which Dur-i- 
Mukhtér is ono, This was writton in the year 1071 Hijra, or A. D, 
1660, and is the religious work most venciated by them. It con- 
tains some Arabic verses upholding the Ifanafi dost: ines in profer- 
ence to all others, A translation of one of these, showing tho hatied 
borne by the Hanafis to tho followors of tho other churches, is ag 
follows :—~May the curses of our God, innumerable as tho sands of 
tho sea, fall upon him who followeth not the doctiines of Abu- 
Hanif.” Thoso hill tribes lay great stress upon tho worship of 
tombs of saints and mouastorics, especially Uhose of Peer Biba in 
Bonair and Kaka Sthib in Kotth, Ihave never yet mot any 
Pathan of any other faith than the Ianafi, or any inclined to 
Wahabi-ism, In the TMnyft Afgini, howovor, an Urdu history 
published at Lahore in 1867, and written hy a loyal Mahomedan in 
tho service of Government, I find the following passage :—“But of 
late the followas of Mulla Syed Mcer of Kotéli avo looked upon 
as Wahabis, and aro held in contempt by tho people of Swat, sub- 
jects of the Akhoond of Swat and staunch Hanafis, Most of tho 
+ Atmanzais and the descendants of Nasiv-ulloh of Garhi Tsméil 
aro tho partizans of Mulla Syed Meer, whilst nll tho other moun- 
_ tain tribes follow tho Akhoond of Swat” Jom the foregoing, it 
is ovidont how sutterly antagonistic Wehabi-ism is to tho faith of 
tho fiontior tribes; and, as fer as religion is coneorned, how 
impracticable it is to form's coalition between tho Pathans and the 

, Wahabis, ‘Tho latter, who in 1824 settled themsolves in the hills, 
determined to wage war to tho death agninst the hated Sikhs, 
could never porsuade the hill tiibos to look with favor on their 
religious tenots, Hating cach other as thoy did, however, thay 
smarting undor the opprossions and sevoritios of tho Sikhs, made 
common cause against thom. It was these very Pathans, howovor, 
who boirayed the Wahabis to tho Sikhs, and ib was owing to them 
a that Syed Almed and Moulavi Ismail Sahob wero afterwards slain, 
These facts must be borno in mind, as they are absolutely necosany 
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to a proper understanding of the Wahabi history, representod by 
Dr. Hunter as 2 great coalition of the mountain tribes, 

Jn the first chapter of his work, Dr, ILunter has givon us an 
account of the establishment of the Wahabi rebel camp. I domur, 
however, to many of his statements, and will now proceed to give 
ashort account of the Indian Wahabis, without which it is im- 
possible to show in what points our author has been misled, aud 
how greatly he has exaggerated the facts of the caso, : 

» The history of the Indian Wahabis is divided into five poriods, 
The first extends from 1823 to 1830, 4,¢., from the year Syod 
Ahmed and Moulavi Ismail preached and inaugurated the holy war 
against the Sikhs, the oppressors of their Mahomedan subjects, to 
the time when Peshawur was re-captured from tho hands of their 
followers. The second extends from 1880 to 1831, 4. ¢, from the 
re-conquest of Peshawur to tho death of Syed Almed and Moulavi 
Ismail. The thid embraces the period from the death of these 
leadeis to the time when, after the annexation of tho Punjab by 
tho British, the Wahabis, and amongst thom Inayat Ali and Wila~ 
yat Ali, were sent from the fronticr to their homes in Hindustan, 
viz, fiom 1881 to 1847, Tho fourth extends from 1847 lo the 
second expedition of Inayat Ali and Wilayal Ali to the froutior 
and to their death, ‘The fifth is tho prosont period which Dr, ILunter 
erroneously calls tho poriod of Wahabi insurrection, Lho first 
period of the Wahabi history was its golden ago. Tverything 
that the Wahabis of that age did was known to Governmont, and 
they weie not, at that time, in any way suspected of disloyally to 
the British, Mahomedans at that time openly preached 9 holy 
war against the Sikhs, in ordor to relieve their follow. countrymen 
from the tyranny of that race. The leader of tho Jihadis was 
Syed Ahmed, but he was no preachor. Moulavi Ismail was the 
man whose preaching worked marvols on tho feolings of Mahomo~ 
dans, Throughout the whole of his carcer, not a word was ubteved 
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by this preacher valoulated to incite the feelings of his co-religionists 
against tho English, Once at Caleutia, whilst preaching the jihad 
against the Sikhs, ho was intorrogaicd as to his reasons for not 
proclaiming a religious war against the British, who were also 
infidels, Tn reply ho said that, undor the English rule, Mahomedans 
wore not persecuted, and as thoy were the subjects of that Govern 
ment, thoy wore bound by their religion not to jon ina jihad 
against it, At this time thousands of armed men aud largo stores 
of munitions of war wore collected in India for tho jehad against 
the Sikhs. Commissioners and Magistrates wore aware of this 
and thoy reported the facts 10 Government. ‘Thoy were directed not 
to interfere, as the Government was of opinion that their object was 
nob inimical to,tho Biltish, In J824, these Jihadis against the 
Silhs reached the frontier, and thoy were afterwards continually 
strengthened by recruits and moncy from India, This was well- 
known to Government, and in proof of this, 1 will cite the following 
cage: A. Hindu banker of Delhi, ontrusted with money for the 
Woahabi cause on tho frontier, embezzled the same, and asuil was 
brought against him before My. William Frasor, late Commissioner 
of Delhi. ‘Tho suit was decided in favor of the plaintiff, Moulavi 
Ishak, and the money paid in by the defendant was forwarded to 
tho frontier by other means. The caso was afterwards appealed to 
the Suddor Courtat Allahabad, but tho decision of the Lower 
Court was upheld. At this time, the Wahabi cause prospored, 
With the aid of the frontier Wribes, Peshawur was conquered, and 
was made over to Sultan Mahammad Khan, brother of tha late 
Dost Mohammad Khan of Cabul, It was, however, soon after 
treacherously sold by him to Ranjeot Sinha, 


Daring tho second period the Wahabi cause waned, When’ : 
Peshawur again fell into the hands of tho Sikhs, numbora of: 
the Icarned men amongst the followers of Syed Ahmed and 
Moulavi Ismail lost heart completely. They saw that the Pathan 
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tribes on the frontior hated them on account of thelr faith, that no 
help was therefore to be expected from them, and they suy that 
their own number was too stall to cope successfully with the Sikhs. 
They therofore declared that they wera no longer bound hy their 
religion to coutinne the contest. A difforenco of opinion had also 
arisen .amongst them as to the fitness of Syed Ahmed to ho thoir 
leader—most of them declaring that ho was wlil, whilst otlors 
maintained the contrary. Moulavi Ismail exerlod himsalf to the 
utmost to allay these dissonsions, Io wrole a work, outitled 
Manscb-t-Imdmat, which was published in Qulentta, in the yen 
1265 Hijra (A. D, 1849), All his efforts were, however, unavailing, 


and the band was broken up. Thousands returned to their homes 


in India, of whom the most noted wore Moulivi Malbub Ali, who 
died in 1864, and Moulavi Haji Mahomad, Tho lnttor was a rest. 
dent of Lower Bengal, but ho married at Dolhi, and vesided thera 
for many years, Ho died at Alwar in 1870, It may interest my 
readers to learn that the above-named Mahbub Ali was tho same 
man who in 1857, was summoned by the rebel Jeador, Bukht Khan 
and requested by him to sign the proclamation for a religious war 
against the English. Ho refused, and told Bukht Khan that the 
Mahomedan subjects of the British Government conld not, acourd. 
ing to the precepts of their religion, risu up in arms against thoir 
rulers. He moreover raprotchad him and his followers Lor tho 
inhuman cruelties perpetrated by thom towards tho Huropeun 
Jaties and children, 


+ 


After this secession, Syed Ahmetl’s following was much reduced ; 
and in 1881, he, with most of his adheronts, was, through the 
teachery of Khadi Khan, slain in action against Shore Sinha, 
On their lender’s death, the desortions from the cuuso wero nix 
merous. In order to prevent thoso, il was fulscly given ont, that, 
Syed Abmed was alive, and had miraculously disappoared and 
hidden himselfin acave, This deception was, however, soon ox 


t 
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posed, and the flowers of Syed Ahmed returned to their homes. 
After this poviod, the supplies of men and money, &e,, in aid of the 
jihad ceased ontively from tho N. W. Provinces, What occurred 
during the third poriod is not vory interesting, I would here men- 
tion that Syed Ahmed, after the re-capture of Peshawar by the 
Sikhs, asked tliose of his followors, who wore rosolyed to dic with 
him for the causo, to make a solomu promise (buyal-/il jiheud) to 
this offect, Several hundreds complied, and it is almost certain 
that only the few of those who survived tho battle fought agninst 
Shere Sinha remained in the hills after the fall of their leader, 
Syed Ahmed. ‘Ihe majority of them wero from Patna and other 
_ parts of Bengal. Moulavis Iuayat Aliand Wilayat Ali of Patna 
now becamo their loaders, but did nothing towards the furthorance 
of jihad, On the annexation of the Punjab by the British, thoy 
and most of their followers wero despatched to their homes in 1847. 
Now, we have seen how recruits and money were forwarded from 
Patna and other parts of Bengal, and India gonorally, during tho 
three first periods of frontier Wahabi- history ; but I think it is 
very ovidont that not a man of theso was intonded or, used for on 
ablack on British India, nor was thero the slightest grounds for sup- 
posing during these threo poriods, that there was a robellions spirit 
growing up amongst the gonoral Mahomedan public in India. And 
‘yot Dx, Ifuntor maintains (page 79) that “about thirty yeurs ago 
one of the Caliphs came on a missionary tour to Bengal, sottled 
there, beeamo trusted by all the neighbouring landed proprietors 
and preached rebellion with groat forco and unetion,” Lo also, 
says our author, “forwarded yearly supplics of men and money to 
tho ‘Propaganda al Patna for tiansmisaion to the frontior camp.” 
Now this brings us back to tho year 1842 ov so, whon sevoral years 
had still lo clapse before the Punjab was annexed by the British, 
Does Dr, Hunter really believe that men and money were forward- 
ed at that time to enable tho frontier people to attack the Wnglish? , 
T think he will admit that a holy war agaiust tho Sikhs bad‘beon 
B 
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going on for many years bofore the year 1841; and that it is but 
probable that the “men and money supplies” were iutended for 
the défeat of the subicets of the Punjab intors, Twill now pro- 
ceed to show that in the fourth period also there is uo foundation 
for any suspicion whatover against my co-religionists in India, 
The English, v.ho are unacquainted with the genoral ran of Muho- 
medan opinion, will probably decin mo an intorosted partizen, nnd 
will pay small attention ta, or place lille reliauce upon, what I 
think aud write. This, however, must not doter mo from spoaking 
what I know to be the tinth, After the return to Iudia of Moutavis 
Inayat Ali andWilayat Ah in 1847, thore still remained a small rom- 
nant of Syed Ahmed’s followers on the fronticr, It is trne thet these 
two neverslackenad their cfforts toiuduce menofPatnaand the vicini- 
ty to join in tho jihad and to collect money for the pwpose, ‘hoy 
were indefatigable, and in 1854, thoy showod what was still their 
leading idea by again leaving India for the frontion, Now Dr, 
Hunter has made out that it was with the intention of waging war 
with the British that they again resorted to tho frontier, and that 


they thus transferred the jihud from tho Sikhs to Uho British, , 


Was this likely wheu they had no canse of complaint against the 
latter? We have alroaty seen in the oppression on Mubomodnns 
by the Siklis, what reason the former had tor atiacking the lutter; 
but no reason has yet been shewn, erthor ly Dy. Tutor or by 
any one else, for this suddon hatred to the British, Nos it was 
against the Sikhs in Jammoo that their arms wero diveeted, 
have this from one who inet these two Moulayis on thoir way 
two the fronticr; and I have no doubt of its uth, It must be 
borne in mind how very slrict in thoir religion these Wehabis are, 
Stern fanatics, they never sworve asitle from the prineipley of that 
faith, Now, those of whom I am writing had loft their fumilioa and 
property in the care of the British Goverunent, and their faith ox. 
prossly forbids them taking wp arms against tho protoatois uf thels 
families, Had they fought and died in battle against the Knglish, 


‘ 


| 
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they would have beon deprived of the joys of paradise and martyr. 
dom, and would have been deemod sinners against their own 
roligion, We havo seen how small were the remnants of the 
Walethi band on the frontier, and it has been shown how hated 
they wore by tho hill tribes on account of their religious tenets. 
One feols inclined to smile whon we read sentences like this in Dr. 
Hunter’s book :—* ‘The second minute of Lord Dalhousio had to 
den] with a proposition for a frontier war against the boider tribes 
whose superstitions hatacd to the infidel the Hindnstani fanatics 
had again fanned to a rod heat” (page 23). Our author forgets the 
very important fact that these mountain tribes have been turbulent 
from time iminemorial; that they have nover allowed any peace 
to any nation living on their froutiets, whother so-called infidels ov 
Musalmans ; that thoy fought indiseriminately with the Mahome- 
dan Ennpevois of Delhi, and with the Sikhs in the Pynjab. Like the, 
Jrishinan at a fair, ib mattered little to them who if was as long as 
it was some one to fight with, Jiven the great tyrant, Nadir Shah, 
whose name was feared throughout Iudia, was nevor able to keep 
them in subjection, With regard to Wilayat Ali and Tnayat Ali 
and theit small following, nothing has over transpired lo show that 
they ovor conspired aginst tho British power in Indin, On their 
death, which, hupponed a few years after 1851, their followors all 
dispersed, 


Tt is quite true that mon and money were transmitted during 
the stay of those Moulavis on tho frontier from Patna and othor 
parls of Bengal; but noone believed that thay were to be used 
against the British, Ibis not likely that a foreo so focble could 
aspiro to overturn. the strong British Empire, 


The fifth period of Indian Wahabi-ism has also, in my hum- 
ble opinion, no connection whatever with jihad, I cannot believe 
that after the death of Wilayat Ali and Inayut Ali, mon or moncy 
wo1e forwarded to the frontier from Bongal in furtherance of a roli~ 
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gious war, Since 1857, however, a band of desporate mon, cont 
| posed of mutincers and others—who, through tho severe ponishnonts 
meted out duting the Mutiny, (tod for theix lives to those remote 
tracts—have takon up their abodo at Mulka, Sittana, in tho Nopuk 
Terai, and in the desorts of Bikancer and Rajputana, ‘Those who 
fled to the N, W. Frontior wore Hindus of all castes, as wall as 
Mahomedans of different denominations ; and they instinctively ¢ol- 
lected together, fleeing, as they were, from a common dangor, It 
was they, as mentioned above, who occupier Mulka and other 
places ; and to assert, as Dr, Uunter does, that they were there for 
the purpose of making a roligious war agitinst Government come 
posed, as ther band was, of Hindus and Musalians of all castes 
and denominations —~is too absurd for beliof Tt ig not unlikoly, 
however, that many of theso rofugees woro in communication with 
their homes in different parts of India, and it is vory probably that 
they were assisted with sums of money by their rolatives, A man, 
because he becomes an outlaw, docs not necessarily forfoit tho love 
of his relatives, nor do they feol it tho loss ineumbont Wpon thou, 
to assist him by auy means in their powor, ‘Chis hus probably fori. 
ed one of the bases upon which Dr, unter has constructed hig 
etlifice of a “regularly organized syatom of contributions of mon 
and money in aid of a roligious war against Goverment.” Ane 
other was probably tho fact of nioney haying found its wiy 
: ftom India to the Akhoond of Swat, Now, my roaders aro probably, 
all aware that every Mahomedan jy bond, acooiding to the 
precepts of his faith, to sot apart at tho ond of cach your, for the 
purposo of charity, ono-fortieth part of his capital, . This is tormod 
atkat Many, of course, do not act up to their religion, aud decline 
‘pub their hands into their pockats to boneftt others s but all good 
Tahabis, and also all Mahomedans who have Wahabj proclivities, 
charge this duty faithfully, Tho mohey thus sot apart ja paid 
them to the poor of tho neighbourhood, to travellers passing 
ough their towns and villages, io Moulyiy famed for their learns 
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ing, to convents where pious men live in retirement, and 10 pu- 
pils residing in mosques, for their education. In distributing these 
alms, they can scarcely be required to find out all tho recipiont’s 
antecedents ; and so frightened have Mahomedans now become of 
being acensod of aiding and abetting selition, that in many cases 
mon have abstained altogethor from assisting travellers or any one 
else. Apparently, no Mahomedan can now dispense his“ salud” 
without laying himself open to the charge of aiding a jihad against 
the English, As regards the Akhoond of Swat, 1 have no doubt 
that he may have received portions of “ zakeé” from wealthy Maho- 
medans, He is, however, no Wahabi, and I can confidently assort 
that any sums which he may have reccived had no connection what- 
ever with a jihad against the Indian Govornment. Tho school kept 
by Shah Abdul Azeoz and the convent of Gulain Ali at Delhi receiv- 
el pecuniary aid from all parts of the world besides India, aud one 
might just as woll asserl that they were aided for the purpose of 
waging Jihad, ag maintain that the Akhoond of Swat was subsidiz- 
ed for this purpose from Tudia. Having thus given a vésumd of the 
history of (ndinn Wahabi-ism, I would roqnest my veadors to bear 
tho sune in mind whilst accompanying mo through the pages of Dr, 
Hunter's work, I think L have proved that tho Indian Wahabi 


fiheued-—vepreannted hy our author to have been one against tho 


Brilish—was intended solely for the conquest of the Sikhs, aud 


abhi, oven alihough the band of mutineors at Mulka and Sittana 


may have given trouble to Government after 1857, the frontier co- 
lony, composed, as it was, of Hivdus as woll as Mahomedans, was 
scarcely one which could be designated as a jihadt community, 
On opening Dr. Iunter’s book, in the very first page occurs the 
following sentence :—* For years a rebel colony has threatoned 
our frontier, from time to time sending forth fanatic swarms, who 
have attacked our camps, bined our villages, murdered our sub- 
jects, and involved our troops in three costly wars.” ‘This is vory 
protiy wriling, emiched, as the sontenee is, by tho phrases 
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“yebel colony” and “fanatic swarms;” bub the anprejudicod 
reader will at oneo ask “to whom doos the author rofor?" Tt ho 
refers to the Wahabis who settled thore to wage jih? against the 
Sikhs, T have shown how unfounded sueh an assertion would ho ; 
and if he means the band of mutineois—Tindus aut Mahomodans 
—whd fled from Hindustan during the Mutiny, what earthly connee- 
tion havo their raids with Dr, Hunter’s question, “ Our Tndian 
Musalmans,—Are they bound in Conscienco to Rebel aguinst the 


Queen 2” 


Our author states (page 1) :+—Suecessive State trials prova 
that a net work of conspiracy has spread itself over our provincos, 
and that the bleak mountains which ise boyond the Punjab aro 
united by aa unbroken chain of treasonadopdts with the tropical 
swamps throngh which the Ganges merges inte tho soa, They 
disclose an organization which systematically lovies mouey and 
men in the Dulta, and forwards thom by regular staves along our 
high roads to the rebel camp tivo thousand miles off Mou of kun 
intelligence and ample fartune have ombarked in the plot, and a 
skilful system of remittances has reduecd one of the moxb perilous 
euterprizes of treason toa snfe operation of banking.” 'Plis, 
taken in conjunction with his oponing sontones, lenda the render to 

Prelieve that this conspiracy was hutohed hy tho Bangal Mahomed. 
aus with the more or less open concurrence of the whole Mahomed+ 
an community, with the object of subvorting the Tnglish vale in 
India, Now, I think Dr. Hunter will allow that an orgnnization 
can exist for other purposes than thal of rebellion ; and I think 
both Dr. Hunter and myself have shewa that an organization 
existed in India for the purposo of attacking the Sikhs, It is most 
unfair of him to insinuate that the organization in quostion was 
one inimical to our Indian Government, and thus to prejudice the 
minds of his readers against the whole of tho Indian Muselmana, 
Again, at page 10, he writes;— While the more fanatical of the 
Musalmans havo thus engaged in overt acdition, tla wholo 


ST means strsies. Sewy, 
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Mahomedan community has been openly deliberating on their 
obligation to rehel.... For some months tho Anglo-Lndian press 
was inclined to smile at the pains which the more loyal sort of the 
Musalmans wore taking to ascertain whether they coult abstain 
from rebellion without pordition to their souls,” Now, T have no 
hositation in saying that this is one of tho most unjust, illiberal, 
and insulting sontoncos ovor penned against my co-religionists. It 
is very evident that Dr, Huntor could have had but a most super 
ficial knowledge of the state of Mehomedan feoling, and it shews 
how weak was the foundation upon which he built his so-called 
facts, 


‘The causes which led to the Mahomodan deliberation and 
discussion wore not those which Dr, unter asserts thom to have 
been, ‘Tho followers of Islam in India required no fresh teaching 
of the doctrines and obligatious enjoined on thom by their religion. 
Thoy were well aware of them; but the statements of ignorant 
men, and the injury which the propagation of such statements 
wrought on the prospects of the Tndian Musalmans by biassing the 
minds of the English pnblio agaiust then, compelled them to como 
forward publicly to rectify thoir mistakes, At first, thoy were ra« 
ther amusod ht 'tho intorpretutions put upon their faith by some 
newspaper editors ; but whon thoy found that mattors wore taking 
a sorious titra, that their tenets wero boing perverted, and that ac- 
cusations of disloyalty, and stutoments of the obligation of Muhomed- 
ans to be disloyal, were becoming more and more frequent, they 


deomed it necessury to issue the /uéwus alluded to, These are of 
no modern date, ‘They have best in existenco for hundreds of years, 
and have always been relied upon by Mugalmans. At page 12, our 
author commeuces au account of tho rebel camp on the frontier, and 
also gives an account of Syed Almed’s career, Like those opposed. 
40 Wahabi-ism who jocularly called Syed Ahmed “ the prophet,” 


and said thet he appointud four spiritual vice-regents (caliphs), Dr. 
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Hunter also styles him by thistname,Pand states that he appointed 
four caliphs (page 18), Te also states, but has no authority for 
the statement, that “he appointed regular agents to go forth and 
collect # tax from the profits of trado in all the largo towns whieh 
had lain on his ronte.” Ab pago 14 wo find him writing tho follow- 
ing sentence :—" Thoir avarice was onlisted by splendid promisos 
of plunder ; théir religion, by the assnranco that ho was divinoly 
commissioned to oxtirpate the whole Infidel world, from the Sikhs 
even unto the Chinese.” Comparing this, however, with the Syed's 
exhortation to all Musalmans to join ina Holy War against tho 
Sikhs, we find no mention made of the Clinose, Perhaps Dr, Wunier 
will favor us with his authority for this assortion about tho Chinese. 
At page 15, our author writes that “troops from ovory discontonted 
prince of northern India flocked to his camp.” It would have been 
better had Dr, Hunter beon a littly moro explicit in his moaning, 
as, from the foregoing, no one can toll who tho princes were, nor why 
and with whom thoy were discontonlted, Itaving drawn on his 
imagination largely in his description of what took placo in the 
Himalayas, out author treats us to a still greater Ilight of fanoy in 
the following sontence :—“ ‘Lwo of tho caliphs or vice-rogonts whom 
he appointed at Patua in [821 made a pilgiimago to tho trontior, 
and ascertained that their leader’s disinppentuiee was a iniracle ; 
but that he was still alivo, and would inanifest himsell in due tine, 
at tho hoad of a Holy Army, with which ho would expel the 
English Infidels from India,” ‘his assortion is utterly wrong, and 
Dr, Hunter probably only thought it necessary to insert it as 
corroborative of his intorprotation of the seventh doatrine of the 
Wahabi faith, Ife must have heard ib from some one intmieal Lo, 
and only too ready to bring « fulso charge against Wahabt-ism, 
Tt is unfortunate for Ds, Hunter that be has, throughont his work, 
velied upon very weak authorities when treating of Mahomedan, 
oreeds, ‘The learnod doctor has shown little disevotion in nob 
sifting more carefully tho chaff from tho wheat, We come now to 
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a sontonce which né Englishman, desirous of bridging over the 
gulf which separatcs our rulers from us, ought ever to have ponnad. 
‘Ho says:—“ Every Mahomedan roligionist too gcalous to live 
quietly undor a Christian Government girded up his loins and 
made for the Sittana Camp, “What an aspersion is this upon tho 
whole Mahomedan community which romained quiotly in India! 
Fe does not scom to know what tho Mahomedan, and still more 
the Wahabi, precopis enjoin on this subject ; or, knowing the same, 
he wilfully perverts their meaning. Wahabis act strictly up to 
the commands of the Prophet, and it isa well known fact that, 
during the Mahomedan persecution at Mecca, Mahomed himself 
ordered his staunchest followers to take refuge in tho Christian 
kingdom of Abyssinia. ‘l'o say, therefore, that zoalous Mahomedans / 
could not remain quietly in British torritory, and that they folt 
themselves bound to repair to the frontier, is as untrue as it is un- 
onlled for. Doos Dr, Hunter mean to maintain that nono of us 
Mahomedang who remained in India are good and calous 
Musalmansa? 

At pago 28 Dr, Hunter corrohoratos my assertion that, 
tho arms of the frontior Jihndis were not directed against 
the British: ‘Flo sayst—“Tn tho same year (1852) thay at. 
tacked our ally, the chief of the Amb state, and necossitalad 
tho despatch of a British foree.” Ifo then gous on to say :— 
“Tdo not proposo to trace in detail, the insults, inroads, and 
murders which led to the frontier war of 1858, During the whole 
poriod tho fanatics kept the border tribes in a state of chronic 
hostility 40 the British power.” J should like 10 know what autho- 
rity'‘Dr, Hunter has for maintaining that the “chronic hostility” to 
the British was tho work of “tho fanatics.” Strange that he should 
saddle this on thom, considering that for centuries the border tribes 
had beon fighting with the dwellers in the adjacent plains, I should 
say that thoy bad quito sufficient inherent fighting proclivities to 
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render any such instigation unnceossary, Onr anthor thon stnes i 
# During this Lime (1852-1857) the Sittana Colony, akthonul stir. 
ring up a porpotual spirit of fanaticism along tho feontior, had wisely 
avoided dircot collision with onr troops,” This carries ont my nsx 
sertion that the holy war agninst tho Sikhs was not transforrad to 
the British, Tad it been so, I think my readers will allow that 
ten yes would not have elapsed without a blow being struck 
against the British by the earnest mon who, inflamed with holy 
zeal, so often fought hand to hand with tho Sikhs, Ds, Huntor, 
howover, quietly ignores this patent fact in onler to niko his tule 
sensational—to lend might to his titlh—" Our Indinn Muaakmans : 
Ava they bound im cohscionce to vobal aguinst the Queen?” We 
now come to the years 1887-58, 1861, and 1868, Tn 1867, De, Munter 
states, the “Sittana Colony” triod to form a guneral coalition against 
us, and had the audacity to insish upon the British nuthoritios 
aiding tham in collecting thoir blackmail.” In a footnote he pars 
ticularly uotices the Yusatsai and Punjtar tribes as having boen 
included in this coalition, Ihave no doubt but that the laier two 
tribes may, in 1887, havo beon vory strongly tempted to attack 
British India, inasmuch as tho Mutiny was going on, and the op- 
portunity for a profitable raid was very tempting, Donbtloss, 
many othor tribes had also a hankoring after tho flishpots af Arik. 
ish India, aud required no prompting from the “ Situmna Colony.” 
Tt strikes one as rathor strango that in 1858, ouly ono your afiers 
wards, the “Sittana Colony” should bo on such bad torma with 
the whole of tho frontier tribes as lo bo attactod hy them, and to 
havo their “fanatia leader” (Syod Umar Shah, vice foutnote, page 
25) slain, This shows, I chink, that their influonco amongst the 
moountain tribes could scarecly have beon vory groal, As rogarda 
Dr. Mantor’s statement, that they wore in the habit of lovying 
tithes from the adjoining highland class (paga 24), my apinion is 
that, ‘after the death of Inayat Aliand Wilayat Ali, the few that 
remained of the old band were fur too weak, and divided amongst 
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themselvas to attampt anything of the kind, Daitng and after 
1857, as has already beon shewn, the Sittana Qolony became the 
rendeavons of the sepoys and others, TTindus and Mahomedans who 
wera expelled from Tudia dueing the Mutiny, Now we have sean, 
according to our author himself (page 21, that fiom 1850 to 1857 
not a single collision occurred between Dr Tlunter’s “fmatics” and 
the British troops, + 


After 1857, howover, the collisions ave frequent. What is the in- 
ference to he drawn from this? T think there can be but one, viz., that 
it was the Company's mutinous sepoys who were the instigators and 
actors in much that has occurred singe that year. The Wahabis—¢ ¢, 
the remnants of Sycd Ahmed’s band—~had no hand in the raids 
noris there tho slightest foundation for Dr, Huater’s sweeping asser- 
tion, that the flamos then kindled were nursed by the Mahome-. 
dan community ‘in India. Tho border tribes had also a great deal 
to do with the many raids and cases of kidnapping, burning 
and plundering of British villages ; but to lay all these atrocities at 
the door of Syed Ahmed’s followers, and through them to impli- 
cate the whole of the Indian Musalinans, is monstrous in the ox- 


treme, 


’ 
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The vemaindor of Dr, Thuntor’s first chaptor deserilos at 
length the Ambeyla campaign and the raid of 1868. As vegards 
tho opposition made by the hill clans in the former, IT have only to 
¥ remark—and this is borne oul by British officers themselves on the 
apot—that they were not influenced by any love for the Mulka-host, 
bub were justly incensed at the invasion of their territoties without 
their permission, Had they had notice of our intention of advane- 
ing by the Ambeyla Pass, they would almost all have heon on 
the sido of the British, No intimation, however, of our plang was 
given them, and the suspicion engendered in their minds by;such 
conduet made thom range themselves on the side of the Sittana co- 
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lonists, Had the British boon in the placo of the bordor trihos, , 
would they not lave dono likewise? 


At page 89, Dr. Hunter mentions three chiofs—Mohammad 
Tank, Mohammad Vikub, and Moulvi Abdull@; but he «docs not 
mention whence they came—from Paina, Lower Bengal, Northorn 
India, or from any other part of tho world. One would liko to 
know whence those fire-brands omanated, I am unacquaintod 
with their names, and, notwithstanding ‘every offort, have hitherto 
failed in tracing them, Our author, whilst exprassing tho royrot 
of the Punjab Government at its inability to drive out tho Lin- 
dustani fanatics, or induce them to surrendor and to rolurn to their 
homes in Hindustan (pages 41-42), has vory diseroctly rofiainad 
from telling us whether this alluded to the mutineers of 1857 ar to 
the remnants of Syel Ahmed’s band, Ho would have finished tho 
chapter with more éelaé had he condescendad to do this, 


At page 45 of Dr, Iuntor’s work, wo find a graphic aeconnt 
of a profossional wrestler and bully by name Titu Miyan,” whose 
agrarian outrages, in which tho cows of Tlindus ave slanglilared 
(and in one instance tho daughter of a wealthy and obidurato 
Musalman forcibly married to tho hond of the Ind”) aro mon« 
tionod by Dr. Hunter as the resulis of u Wahabi eonspinwy to 
ovartuin the British rule, [Lis neadless to Allonps Co rafts so 
puorile an accusation, Ontragas such as these have heeu ouly too 
common thioughont Tudian TListory, and ean senresly be luoked 
upon as a jiha? against the English, 


The account of the mysterions disappearanco of Uo “Prophat”" 
(Syed Ahmod) has been slightly exaggerated hy the learned Doctor. 
The general Mahomedan public were not so credulous as ho would 
have us believe. I-vould, however, spocially direct the reader's 
attention to the letter from “one of tho most devoted Bengal 

-mijssionaries,” in which tho writer describes his discovery of the 
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imposition, and commands his followers to retuin to their homes, 
A very important inference to be drawn from this command is that 
this “ fonatic missionary,” as De. Thunter would style him, scorned 
an imposition as a means of fanning the religious zeal of his 
followers, and also that he had no intention of creating a disturb- 
ance in British territory. Dr. unter gives in eatenso the history 
of Syod Alimed and Abdool Wahab, and at page 61, says :— 
“Whatovor was dicamy in his nature now gave place toa fiery 
oosiacy, in which he belolt himself planting the Crescent through- 
out every district of India, and the Cross buried beneath the 
carcases of the English Infidels,” Syed Ahmed, or properly speak- 
ing Moulavi Tsmuil, certainly devoted all his onergios 40 the re- 
form of his faith in India—oncrusted, as it had become, with for- 
mulas forcign to the original true faith, In this sense, therefore, 
Dr, unter is coract in his assertion as to his desire to have the 
Crescent planted in every district throughout India, The latter part 
of tho sentonce, however, is given by Dr, Huntor without quoting 
his'authovity, and is more than I can believe to be trae, ‘he sum- 
mons, issued by Syed Alimad to the Mahomedans in favor of a 
Jihad agninst the Sikhs, complotely rofutes it, No Wabubi could 
have onuneiatod any such opiuion, contrary, as it would have 
beon, to the tenets of their faith; and I cannot but believe that 
here again has Dr, Hunter beou misled by some porsow or persons 
inimicul to Wahabi-ism. 7 


In treating of the Wahabi literature, Dr, Iunter states that 
“throughout the whole literature of the sect this obligation (jihad) 
shines forth asthe first duly of regencrale man,” And again in page 
66 :—*But any attempt at oven tho briefest epitome of the Wahabi 
broatisos in proso and verse on the duty to wage war agaiust the 
English would fill a volume.” Ile also gives the prophecies on the 
downfall of tho British Banner, with a list of fourteen books, and 
quotes several passages from tho same, Theso shall be referred to 
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presently, and Dr, IInnter’s glaring blundors exposed, The question « 
of religions war, and the conditions under which it becomes Jawful 
or not, are treated of in “all the books of the Mahomodan faith 
including the Holy Koran, tho Hadis (sayings of the Prophet Maho- 
med), and Fikah (works on Mahomedan law), Dr. Tunter might, 
therefore, have ,informed the public that the obligation to jill is 
prominently noticed in the whole Mahomedan literature, and not 
only in that of the Wahabis, When bo maintains that sik? is 
the first duty of » Wahabi, he ought not in justico to have omitted 
to inform us under what condition it can be wago, Dy, Iinnter 
further asserts that this sect has developod a copivus literature 
_ relating to jehad. This is quite incorrect, and will be found to he 
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so when we examine the books mentioned by our author, The 
* first work named by him is Séindt-ul-Mustabin, wiillon in 1228, 
Hijra ov 1818 A.D, by Moulavi Mohammad Ismail of Delhi To 
this the question of religious war is only treated of ouco, and this 
has been given—full of faults, howaver, in the rendering—by Dr. 
Hunter at page 64. ‘The proper rendeting is as follows: Huly 
war is a work of great profit; just as rain dacs goo to mankind, 
beasts, and plants, so all poisons partake of tho advantages of 
jihad in sevoral ways, ‘Tho advantages of this grout work are 
two-fold: goneral, of which spiritual beings-—all men, ovon idole 
tors and infields, animals and vogotablos—partuke ; spocinl, of . 
which some partake in one way and some in another, In conto 
tion with general advantnges, it may bo said that aceurate canerience 
has established that justness of rulers, couscientiousuesy of suitors, 
liberality of the rich, and the honesty of wld men in yeneral, aro 
the causes of the blessings of Tleaven, viz, copious showars ab 
seasonable times, abundant supplios of vegetallo prodnea, profi. 
in the trade or business carried on by men, absonco of dangor and. 
calamity, inereasc in the wealth of the people, aud, incrense in / 
the aumber of men of art and learning, All these advantages, 
increased a huudred-fold, ae cunfered upon mon when the - 


a 


( 31) 


dignity of the true faith is upheld, when the rank or position of 
the kings of the true faith is oxaltod, whon their rule prevails in 
many counlies, when the army of a king of the true faith is 
poworfal, and when tho laws of the truo faith (Shara) are 
eyforced and promnigaled in these countries, But look at this 
country—India, as compared with Turkey and Tarlary, as far as 
tho blessings of [leavon are concerned, Nay, compare the present 
stalo of Hindustan in this your 1283 Hijm (A D, 1818), when 
the greater portion of it has heeome Dur-al-JLurb, with the state 
of India some two or three conturins back, and contrast the bless- 
ings of Heaven now vouchsafed aud tho number of learned and 
pious men with those of that poriod.’ In addition to having 
translated this passage badly, Dv. Tlunter has omitted altogether 
the phrase “necurate experienco”—the very gist of the whole 
extract, Now Moulavi Ismail, while writing the foregoing, was trent~ 
ing generally of tho subject of jihad, which is binding on all 
Mahomedans whon the conditions under which it is to bo waged 
oxist, Ie alluded to no nation in particular—Sikh, Hindu, or 
English ; and to extract portion of the work, which, like ald 
Mahomedan religions treatises, contsins a chaptor on jihad, and 
thoréby to lead his readers to concludo thatthe oxtract in question 
was spooially issued against Lhe English, was most unfair of Dr. 
Humter. In troating of tho justness of rulers, conscientiousness of 
suitors, and liberality of the rich, Moulavi Ismail did not only 
imply the jastuess, &e, of Mahomedan rulers. Ho said that these 
qualities would be the somce of Heavon’s blessings to all those 
who possessed them—of whatever faith they might be Dr. 
Tunter soizes on the comparison by Moulavi Ismail of the stale 
of India in tho nineteenth and seventeanth centuries as showing 
an animus against ho Biitish Government, He has overlooked 
the fact that up to the middle of tho eightcenth century, India was 
undera Mahomelan Government, which the Moulavi therefore 
condemng equally with that of 1818! Had the Moulavi lived in 
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the middlo of last century, I scareoly think that he would have 
preached a jikal against his own Govormnont. Dr. HWuntor hus 
algo apparently overlooked the word Dar-wl-Harb (wrongly trans- 
lated by him as “country of the enemy,” which, acvording Lo his 
own showing, would prevent all good Mnsulmans from rebelling ! 


The following ave oxtracis from tha learned Doctor's own 
article in the Bnglishman of the 16th May J871:— 


“We have shown that according to tho authoritative Mahomo- 
dan texts, India has ceasod to be a country of Ialam, and become 
a country of the cnomy (Dar-wl Lurd),” 


“Tt isa matter of no small importance, thorofera, both to the 
moro zoalous of our Musalman subjects and lo oursolves, that 
India is no longer de jure a country of Islam, and that the Maho- 
medans are thexefore undor no obligation (o rise ngaings us aud 
make it a country of Islam de fucto also,” 


“But we have abundantly provon, in our former articlos, 
that India has coased to boa country of Islom, and lapsod into & 
counfiy of tho cnemy, The provent gonoration of Musalmtana 
are bound, according to their own Lexts, Lu aocopt tho sludus quo. 
They are not responsiblo for it, and they oxo nob bowud, in tho 
face of God's providence antl tho immenso porils in Which a yovolt 
would involye tho True Faith, to have recourso Lo arms,” 


Having thus shown that Strdl-ul-Mustubtm, tho first of the 
14 works with regard to whicli Dr. LEuntor says (page 66)— Tha 
mere titles of its (tho Wehabi soct’s) favorite works suffico to shew 
their alinost uniformly treasonable charaglor”’—hag no connection 
whatever with a jihad aguinsl Covornmont, I will now gay_o fow 
words as to the prophotic song given at pages 65 and 0G, and 
to shew that Dr. TLuntor is also iu error as to ite purport, ‘hig 
stanza, as also tho poem by Moulavi Karam Ali of Cawnpuy, was 
composed and cizeulated some time Letweon 1824 aud 1880, 4. 6, 
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whon Syed Alimed was waging jihad against the Sikhs, Jt, as 
well as the othor works which Dr, Huntorhas introduced, certainly 
sorvos Lo ombellish bis hoole; but ib fails to maintain or strengthen 
his arguments a¥to tho obligation of the Mahomedans to rebol 
against the Queon, there boing no singlo word in the translation 
of tho verses toshow that they wore intcuded to excite the follow. 
ers of Tslan against Goverument. My readers have only to re+ 
member the time af its promulgation lo sce te whom its exhoita- 
tions refor; and JL therofore leave it to their sonse of fairness to 
judgo whether the following sontence of Dr, Hunter's, which 
immediately succeeds this poem (page 66), is true or not :+—“ But 
any attempt at oven the briofest opitome of the Wahabi treatises in 
prove and vorse on the duty Lo wage war against the English would 
fill a volume.” 


The third work named by our quihor is Shdr-- Wilkdyd, 
An Arabic work of this name, writlen some hundreds of years ago, 
and conlaining doctrines of tho Tanafi church, is known 10 me as 
Well as to the vost of the Mahomedan world, It may bo a favorite 
work#of the Wahabis, Int it was in oxistenco long before the 
development of that seat in India 5 ani it inculeates, as the Doctor 
himself admits, (fvot note 8, pure 66), holy war only when tho In- 
fidol oppreascs tha true Believars, 


Tho fourth work, viz., Prophetic Poem, foretelling the downfall 
of the British power, and a few more prophecies, at page 68, were 
first published hy Saint Vali Nyamut Ullah, edervish of Cashmere, 
who died in 1028 Ilijra, or 1018 A.D. In his desoiption of the 
puincipal tonats of the Wahabi faith, our anthor statos that they 
do nol recognize saints as possessig any supernatural powers, 
Strango, thorofore, that he should maintain that they place any 
Yolance in the poein alluded to. Even Muhomedans, who worship 
saint's graves, rogand Liew sayings as wuiroliable, Such verses are 
gonorally weillen by astivlugers aud by men pretending to a know- 
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ledge of Ramal and Jafar, Wo find at the same time good men 
also enunciating such prophecies with, howover, no evil intontions, 
Clnistian clergymen, as my readers will allow, somolimes dotor- 
mine the end of the world, tho downfall of Hyraneo, Tarkey, Ge—- 
basing their prophecies on the rovelation of St. Jolm. J think, 
however, that mon possessing even a small modicum of common 
sense will smile at such prophecics, and will searculy put much 
faith in them. Wahabis bolicvo in no prophecy. Vhoir faith teaches 
them that no man, not even Muhammad himsolf, hal any know. 
ledge of futurity—vide' the following verso, 188, 7Uh Chaptor of 
the Holy Koran:—* Say (yo Mahomot) T am ablo neither 
to procure advantage unto, mysolf, nor to averb mischiof from me 
but as God pleaseth. IfI knew tho scorets of Ctod, T should surely 
enjoy abundance of good, neither should ovil bofiull mo. Vovily I 
am no other than a denouncer of threats, and a mossongor of good 
tidings unto people who beliove.” 


The fifth work, Tawdrikh-t-Kaiser-t-Rim, has also no con» 
- neotion whatever with Wahabi literature, Tt is an historical work 
written in Arabic by Ibrahim Bffendi, in the sorvice of the Tritlcish 
Government, An abstract of tho above work was published in 
Persian at Cownpore in 1821 Thijra (1864 A,B), and contains, 
amongst other mattors, an account of tho battles fought bolweon 
the Wahabis and tho Turks in tho reign of Sulton Malmiood T. 


With reference to the sixth work, Agto2-Mahshur, written 
by Moulavi Muhammad Ali, our author says :—" Tl foretells a wor 
in tho Khyber Hills on the Punjab frontier, whore tho English will 
first vanquish the Faithful, whereupon the Mahomedans will mako 
search for their true Imam. Then there will be a battle lasting four 
days, ending in the complote overthrow of the English, ‘ovon the 
very smell of Government boing driven oul of their honds and * 
brains’ Thereafter the Tam Mahdi will appear, and tho Malome- 
dans, being now tho rulers of India, will flock to meot him al Mecca. 
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Those events will be heralded in by an eclipse both of the aun and 
moon in the month of Ramzén.” Now, I frankly confess that I an 
ato loss what to think of Dr. Hunter. I can scsreoly believe that 
he intended Lo decoive or mislead his readers ; but at the same time, 
I can hardly credit him with such gross ignorance as is here 
evinced. Hither one or the other supposition is the correct ono, so 
that Dr, unter stands convicted cithor of intentionally nvisleading 
tho public or of “ignorance profound.” — 1 will now givo a summary 
of tho work, morely bogging my readers to bear in mind the fact that 


the “Khyber Lills on our Punjab frontier’ of Dr, Hunter are 


hills of the samo name situated near Medina! ‘Ihe following is my 
summary which may be relied upon as correct :— 


“ About tho ond of the world, thoro will be a war betweon the 
Sultan of ‘Turkey and a Christian King. Two Christion Kings will 
assist tho Sultan (just as the late Sulian was helped in the Cri- 
mean campaign), After a war of varying success in the plains of 
Syria, the Sultan will, at last, aided by his Christian allies, come 
off victorious, After this, a dispute will arise bettveon the troops 
of tho Sultan and those of his Christian allies for the glory of the 
iwiumph ; tho later will claim it as the victory of the Cross, while 
tho formor will claim it as the triumph of Islam. Tho dispute 

will at length Gnd in tho fall of the Sultan, and in the alliance of 
tho throo Christian chiofs, viz, tho two allies and the opponent of the 
Sultan, 'Theso threo allies will occupy the whole of tho Turkish 
Empire, and will then oxtend their dominion as far asthe Khyber 
Hills near Medina, Whon events have arrived at this point, Ma~ 
homodans, supposing that tho time for the fulfilment of the prophecy 
togarding the advert of Imam, Mahdi is nigh, will soarch for him, 
He will boat Modine at the timo, but will soon after goto Mecca 
whore they will all flock to him, Shortly after, a chief of Khorasan* 





* Mide pogo 68, dnd compare this fact with Dr, Huntor's fomth tine in page 
88 -—" Hind not Mi ohana himself said, ‘When you geo tho black fings coming from 
Khoravan, go forth, for with thom is a Caliph, the Huvoy of Cod.” 
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willalso march out of his country to visit him in that Moly City, 
The Imam will thon collect a foreo with whieh ho will defont Une 
Christians, and will establish the faith and kingdom of [slun 
throughout the greater portion of the world. After this, Anti-Chuist 
ig to appear, aud to ty to vanquish the Imam ; but in the menntimo 
Christ will descend from heaven in the moaquo of Damasons, anil 
lending his assistance to Imam Mahdi, thoy will both snbvett 
Anti-Chiist’s power. Several othor oventa of minor importance 
are afterwards to take placo, and at last the world will come to an 
ehd.” So much for Dr. Hunter's “Khybor ITills.” Tn concluding 
my remarks on this work, I would romark that its contents aro 
regaided by Musalntans in genoval as more traditions. Leainod 
Mahomedan divines have no faith in thom, and I deem thom as 
trueas any modern sensational novel. , 


Trt seventh work mentioned by Dr, Hunter is Tahetet-ul- 
Tmdén, An English translation of this worl was published in 
the Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, Vol. 18 of 1852. Mvery 
Englishman can yead this work for himself; a porusal of a fow 
pages will show how little connection it has with Wahabi-ism and 
jihad. The eighth work is Luzkirat-ul-Alhaawt, Cam wiacquaiul- 
ed with this work, nor did T evor hearthat Moulavi Ismail of 
Delhi wrote such a work, Thom its Lillo, ib appears lo bo a bool 
containing useful and instructive matter, Tho ninth work, 
Nasthat-ul-Musalmin, consists of five chaptas, ‘The fist chapter 
describes Paganism ; the second, the impudenco and foolishness of 
Pagans; tho thd shows that, to worship any created thing as god 
is Paganism; the fourth desmibes ihe customs of Mahomedan 
Pagans ; and the fifth, the punishment ordained by God to Pagans, 
Throughout the work, I, howover, find no passage which could bo 
regarded as likely to instigate oven to wago holy war against 
Government. ‘The tenth work is Hiddyat-ul-Mumintn. I know 
only ono book of this name, and it treats of Tdziadded. The - 
eleventh on the list is an Arabic work, Tanwtrul-Ainain, which 
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was printod in Caloutia with an Urdu translation, It says not 
asinglo word togarding holy war, and merely contains discussions 
as to whether both handy should be lifted up on a certain occasion 
during prayor, or not ‘The fll title of the work is Zanwtr-ul- 
Adnuiin fi-tshdt-t-raji-tt Yddatn, which signifies “light of the 
eyos to show or prove that both hands should be raised during 
prayer.” Why Dr, Huntor should associate this work with jihad 
is more than T can comprehend. ‘The twelfth, Akdul did, is a 
work written long before the exislonce of Syed Ahmed and 
Moulavi Tsmail, by Moulavi Shah Woli-ullah, grandfather. of 
Monlavi Ismail, who died in 1174 Tlijia, or 1760 A. D, It also 
treats nowhere of jihad, aud simply discusses the doctrine whether 
man should follow the dictates of his own reason and understand~ 
ing in mattors of roligion, or should follow implicitly the learned 
men who have lived beforo him. The fullname of this work is 
Akdul-Jid fi Alikdonil Ljtehdd-t-vat-taklid. Tt appears, the 
Jearned Doctor has mistaken tho word Ijtehdd, which means “ to 
uso oue’s own reason aud understanding,” for jzhad, and conse- 
quontly falls into tho error of supposing that it rolates to ontering 
on roligious warl The thirteenth, is Zembihul-Ghdjflin, in Urdu, 
Tt is a small troatiso written by Syed Ahuied for his followors and 
other Mahomedans, In the introductory pail of the book, ho 
speaks of tho Lransiloriucss of this world, and exhorts men to 
avoid its temptations to tho utmosl of their ability. In the body 
of tho book, ho ‘intordicis his follows fom wowhipping any 
created thing as thoy would wouship ihe Almighty God. Nos 
asingle word rogarding jihad will be found in it, With regard to 
the fourteonth work, Arbuin or Chihil Hadise, I have only to 
yemark that, we fiud many such selections of forty vorses from 
the sayings of Prophet Mahomet, not rocently compiled and 
published ; but [havo novoy hitherto met with any that was ever 
compiled by a Wehabi or that contained instigations lo jihad, 
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Lnow come to the so-called Wahalt Sermon for Hijrat as 
given by Dr, Hunter at pago 70 of his work, ‘Tho first portion of, 
the Sermon is takon from the Caloutta Review, Chapter 1J, page 
893 ; andthe second, from Jéma-i-Laufiser, An English translution 
of the latteris, however, given ai pago 891 of the abovementioned: 
number of the Caleutte Review, As regards the fireb para. of the 
Sormon, the writor of tho Caloutta Review articlo cilos no authority 
for his quotation, The second pava., taken from the Jému-d- 
Tafdser, bas suffered at the hands of the translator, as will bo kocn 
in the sequel. The author of the Jéma-t-Lafdser, in tho passage 
above referred to, commonts on tho 10th verso, chaptor 89, of the 
Holy Koran, which runs thus:—"“Say, O my sorvants who boliove, 
fear your Lord, ‘hey who are good in this world shall obiain good 
ju the next ; and God's earth is spacious ; verily thoso who porsevero 
with patience shall recgive their recompense without measure,” Tho 
author of the Jéma-t-Lafdser, concurring with the opinion of other 
eommontators, says that the phrase “God's earth is spacious,” 
alludes to the Prophet's command to his true followers, who wore 
oppressed at Mecca, to flee for refuge in Abyssinia, thon governad 
by » Christian king. To this sueceads tho passage the purport of 
which is given in the second para, of De, Tuntor's Sermon, ‘The 
word “stranglod” is nol thé correct equivalent for tho word used in 
the original, Tho passagoin the original simply moans—" If wo 
spenls the truth, wo are stifled antl opposed by tho peoplo, ez, 
Musalmans, who are inimical to Wahabi-ism.” In 2 foot-note of 
his work, the abovenamed author prays God la grant Flis graces, so | 
that he may die in Mecen or Medina, and that his bonos may lie 
there, as, by the favour of God, his teacher, Movlavi Tshals, died and 
was buried in one of tho holy cities. I think my readers will’allow that 
4. man in whose heart the religious clement predominates, whatever 
be his faith or creed, invariably longs for such things, and exhorts 
others to do likewise. Let us quote tho words of tho same writer in 
the Caleta Review—words which Dr. TLunter has wisoly omitted ; 
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— The doctrine of Tlijrat is not peculiar to the religion of Islam, 
‘pul is common to it ond Christianity. ‘The pilmim, the Crusader 
who aspired to lay their bones in Jorusalom, tho Roman Catholic 
who desized to spond his last days in Romo, have all been actuated 
by the same motive—to pass tho closing days of their life in somo 
holy place in which the probability of temptation to sin is diminish- 
ad.” Wore the latter doctrino (Tijrat) true as regards India, Dr, 
Hunter would soon he relieved of tho presence of the Musal- 
mans whom ho styles seditious and dangerous to Government. 


Wo now come to the third part of the fourfold organization, 
viz,, Local Wahabi Missionaries, treated of by Dr. Hunter (pages 
71-75), T leave my readers to judge from tho following two sen. 
tonces what dependence is to bo placed on Dr, ILunter’s opinion :—~ 
“AndT should be very sorry if I woro supposed to use the torm, 
Wahabi asa synonym for traitor” (page 72), “Tt is one of the 
misfortunes attendant on the British rule in India that this reform. 
ation should be inseparably linked with hatred against the Infidel 
conquerors. But averywhere any attompl by the Mehomedans to 
roturn to tho first principles of their fhith involves a revolt against 
the ruling powor” (page75,) Our author cannot bo consistent for oven 
five pages. More than this howover, he brings a charge against the 
religion of Islam, which, from all that I have proved, is totally 
unfounded. His mind is so full of his fancied Wahabi conspiracy 
ond jihad, that ho turns and twisls overything connected with 
Mahomadism in support of his cherished theories, Whilst, how- 
over, maintaining that Wahabi-ism is quite opposcd to tho doctrine 
laid down in Dr. TLunter’s Iast-quoted Aontence, I grant that there 
aro some bigotted and superstilions Wahabis, who Jook with, 
hatred and contompt not only on Tafidels, but also’on all Mahome- 
dang who do not profess tho same faith as themselves, Mahome- 
dans of other churches, even tho Ahal-i-Sunnat and Jamdt, to 
which Church these Wahabis themsolves belong, and also those 
who aro not in theiy cyes orthodox Wahabis, are all equally reel 
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oned without the pale. To visit such, to sit in heir company, 
* to join in their fonsts, to sympathize with them in their joys oud 
sorrows—nay, even to read prayors along with theom—aro alike 
distasteful to theso bigots. Thoy aro in fact the ne plus wlira of 
Dissenters. Their opinions ave not, however, infallible; their 
acts and thoughis are their own; they ropresent no principle of 
Wahabiism. Dr. Huntor is not apparently aware of the oxist- 
ence of many carnest Wahabis, as also men who, thangh ne 
Wohabis, have Wahabi tendencies, who aro desirons that as the 
Woahebi faith is pure as regards Gad, go it may be as roguids mon ; 
that mutual love may 2cign thronghout the earth ; and that as their 
faith inenleates the unily of God, it may also be tho menus of pro~ 
moting brotherhood amongst the human ince, That thero aro such 
men, and that their examplo will be powerful for good, is unloult- 
ed, Having admitted thon, that thero are certain Wahabis whoso 
faults are great, and whose ways are opposed to the ordinances of 
God and His Prophet, C cannot admit that De. Tunter’s assertion 
that, the reformation of the Musalman faith is inseparably linked 
with hatred against the Infidel conquerors, is in tho slightost dogreo 
correot. Iam perfectly certiin in my own mind that tho purifions 
tion of our faith and our loyalty to the Govornmont undor whom we 
live and servo are perfectly compatible At pago °78, Dr, Ituuter 
treuts us to a desoiiption of the fourth part of tho Wahahi organiza 
tion, and inentions the existence of traitor settlements or distict 
centies for the levying of meu and money for treasonablo purposes, 
and for the appropriation of all offerings to caliphs in furthoranco of 
aholy War, The following sontence occurs at page 83;—" Ho 
commanded ovary head of a family to put aside a handful of rico 
for each member of his household at overy meal.” I cannot holp 
thinking that Dr. Tfuntor is describing an ideal race, whoso sian- 
dard of clvilzation and whose patriotism havo nover yot beon oqual- 
led in this world. Strength and firmness of mind, forothought, unity. 
of purpose, reticonce and secrecy, oxtrnoidinary skill in governing 
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tho minds of masses, without which au organization, suchas Dr. 
Ltmnter asmiibes to the Indian Wahatis, could never have existed 
a wach, have long heen forgotten by the people of Indin, Even in 
the histories of Crecce and Rome, whose patriots were numerous as 
tho sands of the soa, we fail to dnd such rare patriotism and unity 
of purpose as ave here deseribed. The renl frets of the matier aro 
that an oiganizalioa, clumsy and perfootly known to Government, 
existed long ago (vide Di, TWunter’s pago 79)—not for rehollion, 
as Dr. ILnnler makes out, but for the jihad against the Sikhs; and V 
oul of this, Dr. Tuntor has built up the difice, whiant fortunately, 
owing lo the good sense and friiness of the English race, has nuw 
fallou to the ground, Tu the coneludiig part of the secand chapter, 
Dr, Uunter gives an account of the Stato tials in comncetion 
with the Wahabi conspiracy Lt is not for me to make any remarks 
upov their resulis, The timo will come perhaps when the roal 
éruth will be known. 


a 


In tho commencement of the third chapter, we find litle more 
than a triumph of our author's literary skill, and sentence after 
aentuned of mavterly composition, ‘The snbject-natter is searecly 
worthy tho trouble bestowed upon it by Dr. [untor, Farther on, 
he-troats of Lo fudeus velating to jtked againal the Queen, 
whtch have Deon ‘publivhed in India during the past fow yeus, 
and deseribes the anotiyes of tho Mahomedans im issuing thom , 
in his usnal imaginative manner. As I have already givon the 
true motives which actuated the Mahomedan community in this 
important matter, I will say no moro about it hore, Dr. Hunter 
then, proceeds Lo a considoration of the Shia sect; and although 
he afterwards qualifies (page!19) the panegyrio which he passes 
upon them, Tam glad to seo that the learned Doctor approves of 
a portion at least of one of the sects of tho Indian Mahomedan 
community, Let us be thankful for small morcics, Ie thon goes 
onto ‘prove with great neumen and ability that India has now 
Japsed into Dur-ul-Ilarh, rofuling at tho same time with oqual 
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shill, the decision arrived at by the Calcutta Mahometan Literary 
Society, viz. that, Hindustan is still o Dar-wl-Islum. If the 
Calcutta Mahomedan Literary Socioty mean that India is 
Dor-ul-Islam in the primary signification of tho word, I concur 
with Dr. Hunter in the arguments he has given io disprove tho 
decision of that learned Socicty; but if tho Society call India 
Dar-ul-Islam in the secondary meaning of the word, I am at one 
with them in their decision, Itisa great mistake to suppose 
that a country can only be cither a Dar-ul-Islam or a Dar-ul- 
Harb in the primary signification of the words, and that there is 
no intermediate position, A true Dar-ul-Islum is country 
which, under no circtnstances, can bo termed a Dar-ul- Lard, and 
vice Versé, Thore are, however, certain countries which, with 
reference to certain circumstances, can be termed Dar-ul-Sslam, 
- and with 1eference to others, Dar-ul-Llarb, Such a country is 
India at the present momont, My first article on jthad was 
published in a pamphlet, entitled “An Account of the Loyal 
Mahomedans of India, No, IL,” printed at Meerut in 1860; the 
second and third articles on iho samo subject appodring in tho 
Pioneer of the Mhond 14th April 1871, and tho fourth, in the 
Allygurh Institute Gazette of 12th May 1871, A most ablo ar 
ticle on Dr. Hunter's work which appeared in tho’ Pionesr of the 
28rd November 1874, has well nigh exhausted tho subjoct of jéad ; 
but as there are one or two serious orvors committed by Dr, 
Hunter which have still to be refuted, I will now refor to them ag 
briefly as possible, At page 128, he says,—“The Walnabis start 
with the declaration that India has becomo a country of ihe 
enemy, and from this they deduce the obligation of Holy War 
against itsrules;” and again at page 140, ho ropeats the same 
assertion in the following words:— “ho Wahabis, whoso zeal is 
greater than their knowledge, deduce from the fact of India being 
technically a country of the enemy the obligation 10 wage war 
upon its rulers,” This isa perfectly groundless charge against the 
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seob who, from the very fact of India having become Dar-ul-Harb, 
deomed jihad against Government unlawful, They therefore 
never waged war against it, not oven during the great Mutiny of 
1857, If Dr, Tfuuter still maintains that ho is right in the forego- 
ing assertions, I would ask him to give us any authority showing 
that tho Wahabis havo over declared jélued against the British in 
India to bo lawful, The Mahomedan doctors of Mecca aro the 
next to whom our author applics tho rod. At pago 128, he 
writes "Still moro significantly, tho two most important deci- 
sions, that of the Mecca dactors and of Moulavi Abdul Ifai, confino 
thomselves to affirming that India is a country of Islam, and mosé 
carefully avoid dhaawing the tnference that rebellion is therefore 
unlawful: and again ab pago 180, he says,—“T therefore view 
with oxtzome suspicion ;tho decision of tho doctors at Mecca—thnt 
stronghold of fanativism and intolovant zeal—whon they declare 
that India isa country of Islam, but who, instead of deducing 
thorefrom, as tho Calentin Mahomedan Litorary Socicly infor, 
that vobollion ig therofore unlawful, leavo it to their Indian 
co-roligionists to draw tho opposite conclusion, namoly, that rebellion 
ts Uhoroforo incumbent.” T cannot soe how this accusation can hold, 
ag, if wo xefor to the question asked thei, as given in Dr, TLuntor’s 
appondix, wo find hat they wore never consulled as lo tho lawful 
“nose or otherwise of jihad in India! Why should thoy givo a reply 
to what thoy wore nover askod ? Tho infereneo diawn by Dr. Tuntor 

” js vory unfaic, At pag 186, he writes thal, “India passed from a coun 
try of Islam into a country of the enemy by absolutely imperceptible 

» gradations.” ‘Tho first step taken by the British Government, 
according 19 Dr, Ilunter, towards the conversion of the country 
v into Dar-ul-Lurb, was thet thoy impercoptibly got rid of the — 
subordinate Mahomedan Covoynoys; the second, tho ‘improssion 

of Brilish sovereigns’ effigy on Indian coins; the third, tho aboli- 

* tion of Mahomedan procedure; and the fourth and last, the 
», dismissal of the Mabomeodan law-officars (Kazis) under Act XT. 
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of 1864 Now, T disagree again with Dr, ITrmter. My roaders 
are probably aware that thosa who call India Der-ul-Harb, vockon 
itassuch fromthe battle of Plassey. ‘I'o convert a comlty from 
Dar-ul-Istam iato Dar-ul-Harb, it is suficiont that its Infidel 
iilers are possessed of power to act according to their ploasnre: 
whether they do act or not is a quite difforont thing, Dr. [inter 
seoms here to forget what Shah Abdul Aziz has said in his /ecdeva, 
cited by the author in pago 140, wheroin the ominent Moulavi 
clearly says that, “when the power of the Infidels inereasos to 
such an oxtent that thoy can abolish or retain the ordinanee of 
Istam accoiding to their pleasure, such a country is politieally a 
country of the onemy (Dur-2l-Harb),” Tlo also furgols the 
important fact that Shah Abdul Aziz gave out this futee, de- 
olaring India Dar-wl-Harb, dmiug his life-time, some fifty yous 
ago, when none of the changes, owing to which Dr, Muntor says 
India became Dar-ul-farb had takon place! Anothor mistake 
that deseives special notice lurks in the Doctot’s assortion (page 
141) :—“The more enlightened Musalmans, while xovrowfilly 
accepting the fact, regard it, not as a ground of rebellion, but as a 
curtailment to their spititual privileges.” Tho authar goos so far 
as fo assert that mauy of the devout Nahomodans ovon sefrain 
from rcading Friday prayers in India, and in proof of this, qrotos 
two names—Moulavi Mahomed Wajih, Professor of the Oulentta 
Mahomedan College, and the Kazi-ul-Kuzit Fagl-ul-Rabmén,—who, 
he gays, had givon up reading Fiiday prayer becauso India had 
lapsed into Dar-ul-Harb, Now, staunch and zealous Wahabis 
yequiro only ono condition to make Friday prayer incenmbent, 
viz, an assembly of at least three Mahomedans; the Shéfai 
Church requires un assombly of at least foity Mahomedans, 
The followers of the Hanafi Church, howevor, ave far more pavli~ 
cular, and certain conditions and xestiictions are requisite before 
Friday prayer is incumbont on thom, Even tn Dav-tel-Zslam, should 
those conditions not exist, they would not read the usual Friday 
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prayer, The two gontlemon named by our author helonged to 
the Hanafi Church, and in their opinion, the necessary conditions 
did not exist. This Uheroforo searcely fair to assert that they 
discontinued their Mriday prayer imorely because Tudia was 
Dar -wl-Lrtrb, 


4 


Towards tho ond of the third chapter, Dr, Tlunter says that 
ho has no hope of onthnsiustic loyalty and fuendship from the 
Mahomedans of India; the utmost he can expect from them is a 
cold acquicacence in Buitish rnlo, TE our author is so hopeless on 
accowt of our faith being that of Islam, Jet me commend to his 
attontion tho 85th verse, Chapter V., of tho Ifoly Koran (George 
Sale's translation) ;—-“‘Lhouw shalt surely find the most violent of 
all men in enmity against the rue believers to be the Jews and 
the idolators + and thou shall surely find those among thom to be 
tho most inclinable to ontortain fricudship for trac believers who 
say wo ovo Chri§lians, ‘This cometh to pass becauso there are 
priests and monks among thom, and because thoy are not olated 
with pride.’ } Like begots like; and if cold ayuiesconco is all that 
Muhomedans reecive at the hands of the ruling race, Dr Lunter 
must not bo surprised at tho cold acquiescence of the Malomedan 
community, ‘Let us both--Christians and Mahomedans—remem- 
bor and ach up to the woids of Josns Claist—“'Thotoforo all 
things whatsoever ye would tat inon should do to you, do you 
even ao to thom: for this is Ue law and the Prophets.” (Matthew, 
Chapter VII, verse 12.) 


, Ab tho ond of the chapter (foat-nole 1) Dr. Mmter would put 
the following, to him, oruial, question to tic Mahomedan con 
munity i . 


Quealion-—* Loarned ‘mon and expounders of the law of 
Islam | what is your opinion in the following matter — ; 
In case ofa Mahonedan ruler attacking Indi while in the pox- 
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session of ibe English, is it the duty of the Mahomedans of thas 
country to renounce tho Aman of tho Huglish, and xender help 
to the invader ” 


Boford answering this question, which I shall do, I trust, por~ 
fectly to the learned Doctor's satisfaction, I will quote soveral pas- 
sages bearing on jikad, It isas woll io have thom before us be 


” 


fore giving him the answer, 


« According to Islam, the best and the moat meritorious act 
* is the proachihg and making gonerally known tho existence of an 
invisible God. It covld hardly bo oxpeoted that, in tho infidel 
countries, there could be sufficient personal security for such Mos~ 
lems who might choose to inculcate by precept, oxhort by preach- 
ing, and practise oponly the worship of tho unity of God; and 
thorefore appeal was at once made to tho sword in order to estab- 
lish the superioiily of tho Moslem’ power, and to insure security 
aud tanquillity for such Mahomedans as might choose to preach 
wholesome doctrine of their faith, and to live in peace in thos 
countries ; so that their habits, conduct, and mannor of living 
might sorve as oxamplo for the unbelievers, ‘Tho effect go desir. 
ablo, viz, that tho Moslems might live in peaco and preneh tho 
worship of tho ono only truo God, was only attainablo by ono of 
theso ways—/irst, tho voluntary -conyorsion of ‘tlio peoplo 5 se. 
cond, tho cstablishment of pence and seourity hy altiancos, offen. 
sive and defonsive ; and third, by conquest. As soon as tho de- 
sired object was seourad, the sword was immediately sheathed. 
If tranquillity was established by oither of tho two last mothoda, 
tho parties had no authority to interfore with tho religious obsorv: 
ances of the subject or of ench other; and evory porson was at 
liberty to observe, unmolested by any one, all tho coremonics and 
riles, whatevar they might bo, of his creed." Dide my Heaays 
on the Life of Muhammad, page 80. ; 


From this, it is ovidont that as long as Musalmans can proach 


‘ 
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the unily of Cod in perfect peato,no Musalman can, according 
to his religion, wage war against the rulers of that country, of 
whatover ereed they bo. Next to the ILoly Koran, the most 
jouclantolivs and favourite works of tho Wahabis are Bokhdri 
’ fand Afustim, and both of thom say—“ When our Prophet Mu- 
hammad mavehed against any tnfidel peoplo 10 wage holy war 
upon thom, ho stopped tho commencement of hostilitics till morn- 
ing, in order to find out whether tho Azan (call for prayer) was 
boing called in tho adjacent country, Ifso, ho never fought with 
ils inhabitants,” | His motivo for this was that, from hearing the 
Azon, ho (the prophet) could at once ascertain whether the Mos- 
lems of tho placo could discharge thoir religious duties and core- 
monios openly and without molestation. Now we Mahomedans 
of Tndia live in this country with ovory sort of religious liberty ; 
wo dischargo tho duties of our faith with perfect freedom; we 
voad our Azans as load as we wish ; wo can preach our faith on the 
public roads and thoroughfares as freely as Christian missionaries 
preach theirs ; wo fearlessly write and publish our answers to tho 
charges laid against [slam by the Christian clergy ; and even pub- 
_ lish works against the Christian faith ; aud last, though not least, 
wo make convoils of Cluistians to Islam without fear or prohibi- 


tion. fd 


My roply to Dr. Huntor’s question is Uhereforo that’ in no 
caso would it be the religious duty of any Mahomedan to renounce 
the Aman of tho Fnglish, and render help to the invader, 
Should they do so, they would be regarded as sinners against their 

_ faith, as they would thon break thet holy covenant which binds 
subjects to thoir rulors, and which it is the duty of the former’ 
to keop sacred to the las}, Ioannot, howover, predict what tho 
actual conduct of tho Musalmans would bo in tho ovent of an 
invasion of India by a Mahomodan or any other power, He would 
bea bold man indeed who would answer for moro than his intimate 
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friends and relations, perhaps nots even for thom. Tho civil 
wars in England snw fathors fighting against sous, and brothers 
against brothers; aud no one can tell what the conduct of a whole 
community would be in any great political convulsion. I have no 
doubt, but that the Musalmans would do what their politioul statug 
-—favorable or the contrary—would prompt thom todo, I thint 
Dr. TIunter’s crucial question might bo put to the Tindu ay well 
as to the Mahomedan community. It would bo but fair to both 
parties. 


The fourth chaptor of Dr. Iuntor's work deals with a most 
interesting subjéct, but it is to be regrotled that it coutains little 
that is really practical, or xeally useful, to the Mahomodan commu« 
nily or to the Government of India. I will confine my remarks toa 
few of tho poitits touched upon by our author. At page 44, he 
says i—" The powers of arrest grantod by the Legislature to the 
Executive cnable the Government to deal with tho ovil, The 
ringleaders suffer the penalty of personal restraint, without obiain- 


ing tho glory of » public appearance on behalf of their faith, . 


Even those who are sentenced to transportation for lifo by the 
courts are treated with contemptuous lemency by the Government, 
boing generally returned in a fow years to tho Mahomedan 
community as apostates to the Wahabi causo.”* Unfortunately, 
Dr. Hunter ignores two natural and most important’ political 
principles:—1sé—That it is a recognized law that tho moro a sock 
is porsecuted on account of its faith, the moro tenaciously will ils 
mombors cling 10 it, Hal not the Christian faith suffered ag it 
. did in its earlier days, it would nover have reached the high 
piunacle upon wliich itis now established, Tad Islam not boon 
perseouted at Mecca, it would never havo been the religion af the 
many millions now followers of Muhammad, the Prophot of God. 
Dr. Hunter's asscrtion that the Musalmans, who'are onco trans- 
porlad, return from banishment, apostutes lo the Wahabi danse, 


is, therefore, let me assure him, iu the highest degreo incorrect, - 


t ’ 
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Qndly—Axs iLis in the interests of Government that the really 
guilly only should bo punished, it is equally a grave political error 
to punish those who are regarded as innocent, The more a Govern- 
mont blunders in this respect, the moro it gives cause to its 
enemies to trimmaph, Unjust aud indiseriminate punishment net 
only influnos and exasporates tho minds of tbe seditious, bnt 
alyo grieves ant alionates those who are its truo well-wishers. At 
page 1-45, Dr. TIunter says :— For there is no use shutting our 
ears to the fact that the Indian Mahomedans arraign us on a list 
of charges as serious as have ever been brought againsl a Govern« 
mont, ‘They accuse us of Laving closed every honorable walk of 
life to professors of their creed, They accuse us of having intro- 
duced a systom of udueation which leaves their whole community, 
unprovided for, and which has landed it in contempt and beggary 
Thoy acetwe us of having brought misery into thousands of 
families, by abolishing their law-officers, who gavo tho sanction of 
wligion to the marriage-tie, aud who, from timo immemorial, have 
boon the depositorios and administrators of the Domestic Law of 
Islam, ‘They accuse as of imporilling their souls by denying thom 
the means of performing the duties of their faith, Above all, they * 
charge us wilh delihawlo malvorsation of their religious founda- 
tions, and with: misappromiation on tho largest scale of their reli~ 
gious fimds.” [tis nol wurenasonable thet a cortain portion of the 
Mahomodan community should bring itch charges against Govern~ 
ment; bub cnlightencd Mahomedans aro perfectly aware that they 
cannot expect the same regard for their customs and for their 
aystom of etlneation from a fureign Governmont, as they enjoyed 
undor rulers of their own faith, Lotus just recall what ow con- 
duet was when we Mahomedans hold eway in Spain, and when, 
we first conquered India. Spaniards and Hindus would have been 
glad to possess a moicty of the benofits which we, in common 
with tho indus, enjoy under tho prosent rulers of India, The 
abolition of tho olficcs of Kazis, who gavo religious sanction to 
D ‘ 
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the marriage-tie, was, with regard to tho political status of the 
present century, a-grave political error. It intorfered, howover, in 
no way-with our faith, though the uneducated opined it did. Ac. 
cording to Islam, marriage is simply a contract of union for lifo be~ 
tween man and woman. In some cases, tho prosenco of two wil- 
nesses is deemed necessary, but nol the presence of tho Kazi or any 
priest, Tho Kazis of India were, as porhaps our author is not a- 
ware of, the most illiterate class of men, and the beblor class of 
Mahomedans had but littlo respect for them, If our Government 
has abused our religious foundations aud misappropriated our edu. 
cational funds, it is fortunate for us that tho law sauctions our 
arvaigning it before its own courts of justice. Thank God! this 
course is always open to us, Again ab page ‘105, Dr. ITunter 
says i— They (Mahomedans) accnso us of imperilling their souls 
by denying them the means of performing tho duties of their 
faith.” I do not perceive his meaning. If he allude to the 
Government interference in the matter of Musalman holiday 
festivals, as mentioned at pages 187-88, I disugreo with him, In 
no place in British India aro such festivals disallowed to Mahonie- 


dans, 


"Dr, Hunter then describes at length tho causes which havo 
impoyerished the Mahomedan communily, and acevises Government 
of neglecting to educate that portion of its Indian subjects, 1 > 
cannot hold Government wholly responsible for this, Ho says, 
(page 174) that Mahomedans do not avail Lhomselves of the Govern- 
ment system of education—becauso, “ tho truth is thay our system 
of public instrudtion, which has awakened the Hindus from the 
sleep of centuries, and quickened their inert masses with some of 
the noble impulses of a nation, is opposed to the traditions, unsnit- 
ed to the requirements, and hateful to the religion of tho Musal- 
mans.” } There is a good deal of truth in this sentence; and I only 
join issue with Dr. Hunter on the last clauso, ‘viz, that the sysiom 
is regarded as“ hateful to the religion of the Musalmans,” Dr, 
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Hunter conneols this with disaffection and disloyalty to Govern- 
mont; but as this is only his own opinion, [ mect it with mine, 
and mainutuin that he is mistaken, Asregards the present system 
of education, so cagerly embraced by the Hindus,’ but so repug~ 
nant to tho ideas of Mahomodans, it must be borne in mind how 
wido is the difforence between the two races, There are numerous 
classes of ITindus who are never in the habit of discussing the doc- 
tines of their faith, They, therefore, had no objection to be edu- 
cated in thal which was even opposed to it. Mahomedans are, 5 
however, bound to know all tho tonels of their faith, to discuss 
them, aud to regulate their lives accordingly. It is on this account 
thut they have hithorto refrained from availing themselves of an 
education taught through the medium ofa foreign tongue, and 
which thoy therefore deem opposed to their belief. ) All history 
proves that tho introduction of now theories, opposed to-any estab- 
lished belief, was invariably regarded with suspicion and contempt, 
Socrates was condomned by his idolatrous fellow-countiymen to 
dio for his helivf in ono god, ‘Tho Copernican systom was onco 
hateful to many Christians, and those who embraced its doctrines 
woro sometimes visited with capital punishmont, Luther’s was 
not a bed of roses. Whou Mahomodans adopted the Greek sys- 
tom of philosophy, many woro the annthemas of the faithful. The 
thoory of geologists of the carlh Weing older than itis stated to be in 
the Biblo, raised a storm of indignation amongst orthodox Chris~ 
tiaus. ‘Tho present age is one of progress, but Rome was not built in, 
aday. Ibis nal to be expected that Mahomedans, who are made 
of much sterner matorial than Iindus, will adapt themselves go 
readily to the various phases of this changing age, Lot us have 
time, Jeb us live, work, and wait, ‘There are many roformers now 
at work, a fact whieh Dr. Tunter does not, however, appear io be 

+ aware of, ‘Tho systom which Dr. Hunter recommends fur the edu-, 

J vation of Mahomodans does not commend itself to me, nor do T 

_ think it to be practicable, The object which ho aims af will never 
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be obtained by Government itorference, but will em tainly come 
to pass by our own exortions. At page 210, Dr. Trantor writes 
“Wo should thus at length have theMahomerdan youth educated npon + 
our own plan, Without intorforing in any way with their religion, 
and in tho very process of enabling them to Iearn their yeligious 
duties, we ehould render thal religion perhaps less sincera, but cor 
tainly leas fanatical, The rising generation of Mahoredans would 
tread tho steps which havo conducted the Tindus, nob long ago tho 
most bigoted nation upon carth, into their presont slate of easy 
tolerance, Such a tolerance implics a less carnest belief than thei: 
fathers had, but it has freed them, as it would liberate the M stil. 
mans, from the cruelties which they inflicted, tho crimes which 
they perpetrated, and the misarics which they endured in tho namo of 
a mistaken religion, I do not permit myself hore to touch upon tho 
means by which, through o state of indifferonco, tho [indus and 
Musalmans alike may yet reach a higher levol of belief, Bul I firmly 
believe that day will come; and that our system of education, which hag 
hitherto produced only negativo virtues, is the firat, altliongh distant 
gtage towards it, Hitherto tho English in India havo beon but 
poor iconoclasts after all.” T cannot compliment our author upon 
a straightforward system of education, Jf Government do not deal 
openly and fairly with its Mahomedan subjects, df, it deals with 
them in the ynderhand way recorymendad by Dr, Huntor, I foreseo 
much tronble both in our days and heveaftor, Tet it oponly do. , 
clare in Macaulay's words that, “tho presout system tonds not 10 
accelerate the progress of truth, but to delay tho natural death of 
expiring crrors ; that it gives an artificial oncouragemont to absurd 
history, to absurd metaphysics, forees a breed of scholars who 
find their scholarships an cncumbranco and a blemish”, 
These words still apply to the present system of education, though 
written as long ago as in 1858. Had Lord Macaulay’s able 
minute beon fully acted up to, wo should have had a very dillorant 
story to tell of education in this country, . This is not, bowovor 
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tho placo for o dissertation on the education of the people of India, 
T shall, at some future time, publish my viows in their entirely on 
this imporlant subject. The ovils that now exist, however, owe 
their origin greatly to the want of union and sympathy betweon 
the rulers and tho ruled, and ideas like Dr. Hunter’s only tend to 
widen tho gap. I admit that owing to the difference in the mode 
of life, there is but a limited number of native gentlemen with 
whom European gentlomen can have cordial intercourse; but this 
number will, T trust, increaso largely every year, Let sympathy 
and confidence ho instilled into the minds of the native commu- 
nity, and this desirable consummation is not far off, Let Govern- 
mont also try to remove the impression now, prevalent amongst 
Mahomedans, that it is inimical to them, and desires their 
degradation, In conelusion, although cordially thanking Dr. 
Hunter for the goo fecling which ho at times~evinces towards my 
follow-countrymen, I cannot but regret the stylein which he has 
written, I cannot divest mysolf of the idea that whon he commenced 
his work, le was more imbued with the desivo to further the 
intoresta of Mahomedans in Tudia thon is aflorwards apparont in 
his pages. ‘This Wahabi conspiracy has, I think, influenced his 
mind as he wroto; and ho has allowed himself to be carried away by 
it, Flis work.was politically a gravo, and in a minor degree, an 
historical mistako, It is, however, hard, asI have already said, 
for one of tho minority to attempt to remove tho improssion 
which literary skill iko Dr. Hunter’s has undoubtedly made on 
iho minds of the Indian public, his impression was as, regards 
tho native community, heightoned by Dr, Huntor’s work having re- 
ceived tho approbation of the highest functionary in India, I 
could.not, however, in justice to myself and my co-religiauists, 
have kopt sileuco when such erroneous siatements were thrown 
Dbroadeast over the land. I havo strivon as much asin me lay to 
refute tho errors” published hy Dr, Hunter, and although my 
efforts mhy have been in vain, I feol that I have done my duty. 


ire bap 


4 


{es x 
- aa ow ig 
Awe 


APPENDICES. 


as 
APPENDIX I, 
arr ene, 
DECISION OF THE MECCA LAW DOCTORS. 
(The Heads of the three Great Musalman Sects). 
Quustion, 


‘What is your opinion (may your greatness continue for ever) on 
this question : Whether tho country of Hindustan, the Rulers of'which 
aro Chrislians, and who do not interfore with all tho injunctions of 
Islam, such as tho ordinary daily Prayers, the Prayers of the two I’ds 
ota, but do authorize departure from a fow of tho injunctions of Islam, 
auch as the permission to inhorit the property of his Mubammadan an- 
qpstor to one who changes his religion (boing that of his ancestors), and 
beoomes a Christian, is Dar-ul-Islam or not? Answer the above, for 


whivh God will roward you.’ 
(een h abeeated 


Anawir No, T. 


* All praises ad duo to tho Almighty, who is the Lord of all the Cren- 
tion | O Alwighty, inoronao my Knowledge | 


1 Aa long at even some of the peculiar observances of Islam prevail in it, i ds 
Dar-wl-Lslam, , 


Tho Almighty is Onmisoient, Puro, and Tigh | 


This is tho Order passed by ono who hopos for the secret favour of the 
Almighty, who praises God, and prays for blessings and peace on 
hia Prophot. 


Gigned) Jaman Inn-1-Anpurnan Snare Usan-vb-Hanan, the 
present Mufti of Mecca (the Honoured). May God: 
' favour bim and:hia fathex’? 


=e 
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Avawer No, II. 


anne 


All praises are duo to God, who is Ono; and may the blessings of Cod 
be showered upon onr Chief, Muhamomd, and upon his doscondants 


and companions, and upor the followas of his Faith | 
O God! I require guidance from Thee in rightoousness. 
Yes 1 As long as even some of the peeuréur observances of Islan prevail in 
it, tt ds Dar-ul-Tslam. ; 
The Almighty is Ommisciont, Pure, and Ligh ! 


This is writton by one who hopes for salvation from the God of meray, 
May God forgive him, and his paronts and precoptors, and brothers 
and frionds, and all Mubammadans. 

(Signed) Aman Bux Zar Dautan, Multi of tho Shifi Sect of 
Meoea (tho Protovfed),’ 
ote 
Ayswrr No. IH. 


eelent 


+All praises avo due to God, who is One! O1 Almighty! inc 
knowladge ! “ 

Zt ds written tn the Commentary of Dasokd that a Country of Islam does 
not become Dar-ul-Zlarb aa soon as tt passes trio the hands of the 
Lyfidels, but only when all or most of the injunctions uf Talam dis. 
tppear therefrom. 


God is Omnisciont | May the blessings of God ho showered upon ont 
Chiof, Muhammad, and on his descendants and companions, 


(Signed) Written by Hussars Bry Inramy, Mufti of the Malild 
Soot of Mecon (iho Iltustiious),? 
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IM DECISION OF 'THE LAW DOCTORS OF NORTUERN INDIA, 


Transnvuion ov wun later on Quusrioy, rur sy Syvip Asm Tusarn, 
Dursonas Assistanr vo rm Coxrastoper or Bragatrur. 


peers eed ‘ 


What is your Decision, 0 mon of loaning and expoundors of tho 
Jaw of Tslam, in the following j— > 


Whother s Jihad is lnyful in India, a country formorly, held by a 
Muhammadan ruler, and now held under the sway of » Christian Govern- 
mont, where tho said Christian Rulor doos in no way intorfore with his 
Muhammnadan subjects in the Ritos prosoribed by their Roligion, such 
ag Praying, Musting, Pilgrimage, Zakat, Vriday Pryor, and Jane’at, 
and gives thom fullest proteotion and liberty in the above respects in 
tho sumo way aya Muhammadan Rulor would do, and whore tho 
Muhammardin subjects havo no strength and means to fight with their 
yulors; on tho contrary, thoro is ovory chonco of tho way if waged, 
onding with a dofoat, and thereby causing un indignity to Islam, 


Plvaso auswor, quoting your authority, 
y 


Fatwa datod tho 17th Rabocoossanco, 1287 IL, corresponding with 
the 17th duly, 1870, 


Tho Musalmans hore aro protected by’ Christiang, and there is no 
Jihad in» comsry whero protcotion is afforded, as the absence of pro- 
tootion and liborty betweon Musalmans and Infdols is ossential in a 
religions war, and that condition docs not exist here, Besides, it is 
neconsmy thet thore should baa probability of victory to Musalman 
and glory to the Talams. Tf thore bo no such probability, the Jihad is 


wnlawfid, 


leva the Moulavis quote Arabic passages from Manhajul Ghaflar 
and tho Fatown i Alamyiri, supporting the above Decision. 
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Mouravi Abt Munamman, of Luokuow ; 
Mautave Anpun Jat, of Lucknow 5 
Mautavi Paztunuar, of Lucknow ; 
Munasaan Nam, of Tauoknow ; 

i Seals of ( Mousavi Ranaton.any, of Lmoknow ; 
Mouravi Kuran-un-piw, of Dehli ; 
Mautavi and Murst Sapunpatt, of Lucknow ; 
Mauravi Luvrunnan, of Rampur ; 
Mautavi Anumant, of Rampur. 


APPENDIX TIT. 
ee 


EXTRACT PROM “AN ACCOUNT OT TILE LOYAL 
MUBAMMADANS OF INDIA,” 


—— 


* Be it known that the object of « Jihad among Mahomedans is 
not to practios treachery and oruclty ; and no sane man can, with the 
*most distant approach to truth, apply that term to an insurrection cha- 
raoterised by violence, crime, and blodshed, in defiance of, and ubtor 
disregard to, the Divino commands, And, further, n Jihad, according « 
to the prinoiples of Mahomedan faith, really cannot “tale place wndor 
the present regime/ Tho venson is, thal the Mahomedang avo living 
under the protection of thoir Europonn rulors, and tho protected cannot 
make @ crusade against their protectors, * 


\ Tho British havo obtained domination in Tindoostan by two 
modes, viz, by conquest and by cossion, In eithor caso, the Mahomo- 
dans haya, as a natural consequence, bocome their subjects, and onjoy 
peace and protection under their administration, while the Govorumont 
Yeposes confidence in their loyalty and submission. Mow thon could * 
the Mahomedans viso against tho Government in a Jihad, when the , 
very first condition of a religious war is, that there should not subsist 
the relation of ‘protected and protectors botwoon the Crusadera, and 


ors 


thosa against whom the Orusado is undortakeh ? This point is dis- 
tinatly laid down and onforood in the book of Alumgeerce, in which the 
author says, that thove avo two in@isponsnble requisites to 2 Jihad,— 
firat, that there bo no wmmun or protoction,—and secondly, thal there 
bo no treaty or ongagoment belwoon tho parties.) 


1 will boro onll to my aid somo of our sacred and Ionrnod authors 
to illustrate tho relations of protootod and proteotors in p religious 
viow. 


Tn tho Zedaya it is written that Iustamun, 2. ¢, protected, is a 
torm applicd to those who live in peace and accurity undor a Goyern- 
mont professing a differont creed, This is precisely the caso with us 
who abide undor the protecting arm of tho British, 


Again, it is stated in tho Zedaya and Alumgcerce that when a Ma- 
homedan onjoys protection and security under tho rule of a nation not 
of his own fnith, it is in tho highest dogree infamous if, from a profes- 
xodly roligious motive, ho commits any outrage upon the porson or pro- 
perty of thoso by whom ho is govornod. 


Our law provides, that when wo of our own motion dosire to cleat 
a King to reign over us, ho must bo a profossor of our faith, and bo 
token from iho tribe of Koroish ; but if any man raisos himeolf to su- 
prome ‘power by forco of arms, it is by no moans a sine qua non that 
ho should bo a bolievor in the Prophet ; and this of course implies that 
Mahomedans avo onjoined to oboy fuithfully the ruler under whose do 
minion thoy may happon to dwoll, be his crecd what it may. In two 
of our religious books, ontilled “ Zatarkhanee and Mooliugsl,” it is also 
aveitton, that it is not at all essential that tho King 6f the country in 
which Mohomodans rosido, and by whom they are protected, should ba 
&. Mahomedan, 


Tho procodont for this is found m tho Zouret, or Book of Moxos, 
where il is recorded, that Josoph served Potiphar King of Egypt, and 
was obodiont and faithful Lo him in all things, olthough Potiphar was 
not a Jow-~(sco Gonesis oh, xxxix.)—In like mannor tho Mahomedans 


( wu) 


dwell in obedionco to the Jaws and Government of the Titish, who ox- 
tond to them the canopy of their protection ; and this obedionco is , 
nothing more than the proper and boundon duty of their Muhomodun / 
subjects, ay inoulcated and enforced by tho procepts of ow roligion. 


Now, although it is well known that the Government hag not hi- 
therto opposed any obstaclo to the freo use and observance of tho ordi. 
nances of their religious subjects, and also, that it will xot do ao in tho tima 
to come,for the Queen in her Proclamation has graciously given a guaran- 
tee to that offect ; yet, allowing for tho gako of argumont, that Uns usutra. 
lity were violated, still even thon tho Mahomedans would not be justified ‘ 
in rebelling against the Government, All thnt they could do under w 


i ! 
Tn one of the commentaries on tho Alkoran called Tafserr Alimudee, 
it is writton, that if any porson is dobarred the privilege of worshipping 
Gad in conformity with his education and beliof, by ronson of the avbiaary 
edicts, of Tyrants or Kaflirs, ho is porfectly justified in withdrawing ¥, 
into another country, under the Governmont of which ho may bo pemit- 
od that liberty of conscionce, which was despotically denied to him in 
tho land of his birth or adoption.” 5 


such oiroumstances would bo to expatiinto themselvas, 
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A LETTER FROM SYED AHMED KMAN BATIADUR, C. 8, 1, YO TIE 
EDITOR OF THE PIONEER, PUBLISHED IN TUE ISSUL OF 
THE 4m APRIL, 1871. 


nd 


Daan S1n,—It is to bo rogrotted that certain Anglo-Indinn j ournals 
have misinterpreted the Putwe alluded to in your article of. to-day’s 
issue, and have deduced therefrom that Mahomedans in ludia would bo 
justified in waging war against our Government were the prospects of 
surocess cortain, 


( wm) 


Asastaunch woll-wisher of the British Government, and at the same 
timo ag a woll-wishor to true Wababooiam, I ventura to clam tho indul- 
gence of apaco for theso fow lines in your nest issuo, It may shock some 
of my worthy friends to soo me standing forth as the fifond of Wahbeo- 
ism, but Ttrust thoy will ncquit mo fiom. tho imputation of being a 
Wahebeo in the sonso of being » Wahaheo conspirator, Wahabecism, as 
exemplified by cortain misguidod mon in India, is not Wahabecism at 
all; and thoso who avo really guilty of conspiring against Governmont 
mo not acting up to tho principles of their religious tenets. T say “ real- 
ly guilty” advisedly, as I havo no doubt in my own mind that somo per 
nous, Whoso nemes I do not like 10 mention, were falsely imputed with 
such charges through tho onmity dnd spite of certain partios, Tho true 
nature of tho Wahabeo case now ponding in the Patna Court is unknown 
to me. 


. Ag vogurds tho portion of the Fuéwa above alluded to, as having 
been misinterpreted by the Znyldshman and other journals, I will now 
say « fow words, Tho learned Moulavis, under whose authority the 
utwa laa beon given out, declare Jihad against Government to bo 
unlawfil and unwarranted by tho Mahomedan religion, and in suppout 
of thoir verdict quote tho following precepts :—~ 


I. Mahomedans who live undor tho protection of «1 Government 
profensing a different faith, are not justified in declaring o religious war 
againat it. . 


IT, Whon thoro oxists a treaty or peace belwoon Mahomedans and 
somo othor peuplo of a difforout religion, Jihad against tho lattor is 
wolewhul, ' 


ILL, Jihwd is allowable whon thore is evory probability of victory 
to Mahombdans and glory to Islom, 


Tt is tho laut whivh has causod the mistake into which Anglo-Indian 
journals have fallen, which has made thom opine thet wore the Mahome- 
dans strong enough to copo wilh tho British, those in Tndia would be’ 
justified in rising in vebellion against Governmont, This is a perfeotly 
oxronevus intorprotation of tho clauso in question, Its real meaning ig 


( vur ) 


that whon of two indopondent kingdoms, the one is Mahomedan, and 
the other of a differont faith, whon there is no treaty betwoon the two, 
and when in the non-Mahomedan country Mahomedans avo ill-treated 
aud avo interdicted from preaching thoir religion, thon tho followers of 
Mahomed are onjoined to consider choir strength and chances of success 
and should they doem the latter likely, they are then to draw the sword 
for the glory and welfare of Islam. Tor oxample, should tho Ing of 
Porsia think his chances of aucooss against tho Russian Emporor good, 
should that Emperor ill-treat Mahomedans, he would bo justified, 
according to his roligion, in declaring war at once, This nol being tho 
case, he is justified in remaining quiet, The Mahomedans in India are, 
as shown in the Fudwa, in no way justified in cngaging in any project 
having for ils object the subversion of tho English Government, ‘They 
havo perfeot freedom of speech, and no ono interferes with their yoligion ; 
and oven wore their religion interfered with, their proper course, accord. 
ing to the Mahomedan religion, would be to leave the countr , and not 
to rebel against Government, 

As rogards the Wahaboos in India, as far as my oxporionce gods, 
thoir principles are idontionl with thosa of othor Mahomedans ns 
regards the unlawfulnoss of a Jihad against our Govornmont, In 1857, 
when Bakht Khan was in Doli, and endeavoured to compel tho Moulavis 
of that city to issno a Futwa, docloving a Jihad against tho British 
Governmont lawful, two porsons, both Wahaboos, boldly opposed him, 
backed up though he was by tho bayonois of his soldicry. One of 
theso was a fumons Moulavi holding an influential position in Dolhi. 
‘Again, only ono Wahnbes joined tho rebels during tho M utiny, and he 
was forced to do so, I dave say I shall not bo bolieved in my statement 
that trae Wahaboism is not inimical to our Govornmont, and I havo no 
doubt but that many people will abuso mo for my Wahaheo proclivities. 
By the English I shall be suspooted as an intviguer, and by many of my 
ignorant fellow country-men T shall be condemned as a woll-wigher to 
the Government, as one who lends his namo and authority towards 
cheoking all unlawful (though in their oyos Inwful) and ambitious 
schemes, Iam propared for—am indeod perfectly accustomed 1o—being 
misunderstood by both, Such has boon my lot now for many yonrs, 


( x ) 


Tn conclusion, I will only say that I trust the Patna trial will be 
closoly watohed both by the Governmont and by the public. If the 
prisonora aro ronlly guilty of the offonee with which they ave charged, 
thoy havo been guilty of a great orimo against the truo principles of 
thoir roligion, Let thoir punishment bo sharp and severe, Govern- 
mont, howovor, must bear in mind that the sects salled Wahaboes and 
Bidatis avo bittor ouemios, that their foclings towards one anothor are ag 
bittor as wove those of tho Roman Catholics towards the Protestants in 
tho days of the Reformation ; and that il is therefore not at all improb- 
ablo in this land of intrigue that false charges havo been Inid agaiust 

+ fynocont mon, and that hundreds of false witnesses will testify to theix 


guilt. 
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A LOTTER FROM SYED AIMED KHAN BAMADUR, ©, SL, TO THE 
EDITOR OF ‘MLE PIONUER, PUBLISHED IN TIE Issuu 
or rne (rit APRIL, 1871, 


oe weeny 


Dear S1n,—In an article which appeared in the Bngléshman of the 
$rd instant, there wre several points which seem to me lo desorve 
notion, as tho statomonts and deductions of the wrilor aro culeulated to 
Joavo wn orronoons impression on the mindy of tho English community 
in India, ‘Cho writer, in the second paragraph of his articlo, states that 
“tho plain moaning of tho Lext of tho Koran is that the followers of Is- 
Jam ghull reduce (ho whole carth to obodioncs ; giving to évory nation 
tho alternatives of conyorsion, submission almost amounting to slo- 
viry, or donth.” Doubtless, Mukomedans would bo groatly pleaser 
wore thoy masters of the world, bus that tho Koran inouloatos such con- 
uot on the part of tho conquerors is ubterly aud cntiroly wroug. T 
will here quoto an extract from ono of my essays on the Lifo of Moham- 
red, aud would, in support of tho opinions given in the same, 


{ x) 


quote Godfrey Higgons, John Davonport, and tho great historian Gib- 


bon, “The remark that the ‘sword is tho inevitable ponnlty for tho. 


donial of Islam’ is one of the gravest chargos falsely imputed lo this 
faith by the professors of other religions, and avises from tho wtlor iy- 
norance of those who make the accusation. Islam ineulentes und do- 
mands a hearty and sincere boliof in oll that it teachos ; and that genu- 
. ine faith which proceeds from o person's heart cannot bo obtuined by 
force or violence. Judicious readers will not fail to observe ihnt the 
above quoted remark is entively contrary to the fundamental ptingiplos 
of tho Moslora faith, wherein it is inculcated, in the clearest Janguage 
possible,—Lot there be no forcing in the religion; the sight way has 
been made clowrly distinguishable from the wrong ono’ (chap. X , 98). 
And also, ‘If the Lord had ploased, all who ave on the varth would have 
believed together ; and wilt thou forco mon to be bolivvors? No man 
can believe but by the pormission of God, and Io will pour out Ils in- 
dignation on those who will not understand,’ ” ‘ 


The writer then proceads to quote Abdul Aviz and Abdul Tat dn ve 
tho Futwas published by them and sums up thus :— Wo havo givon 
these decisions word for word, and there can be no question that up to tho 
Inst four or five years the whole Musalman community regarded British 
India ag a country of the enomy. In sucha country the majority con« 
sider that the Faithful ave either at liberty to, or bound to, wage war 
against the Infidels, The obligntion is only a question of degvoo, anit 
the Mahomodan Litorary Society of Caleutta, in their Inte proceedings, 


Vv 


> 


seam to assume this. But thoy got rid of tho difficulty, and ovade the : 


necessity for rebellion, by denying that India is Dar-wl-Llarb, and aff. 
ing that it is Dor-ul-Islem, a country of tho Faithful’ I cannot con- 
gratulate the Mahomedan Literary Sosioty of Calouttia on thoir assertion 
that India is Dar-ul-Islam, and of their thus evading tho nooossity for 
yebellion, India, in spite of tho Caloutta Mahomedan Literary Sooioty, 
is Dar-ul-Iarb, but not in the sonse in which the Znglishman interprota 
it, My readers avo awave that in Dov-ul-Islam, usury is prohibited, 
Now, 2 country may be Dar-ul-Harb in two Souses,—1st, ihat of its 
beings foreign country inwwhich it ig lawful for Mahomedang to tako 


v 


, (xt) 


interest for Lheir money ; 2nd, in the sense of its being lawful for the 
Faithtil to mato veligions wor (Jehed) upon it. India js Dav-ul-Hark 
in the formor sonse, but not in the Intier, Great Britain is Dar-ul- 
Harb ag rogards usury, but not as regurds jihad, because the treaty 
between it and ‘Iurkey is binding on tho “Jattor, The writer in the 
Englishman assumes that tho word “ Faithful” applica to tha Mahome- 
dana in India, and that they ave therefore at liberty, or bound, to wage 
war against Governmont, This is quite an orroncous supposition, as 
Mahomedans, be thoy dwollevs in Dar-ul-[Tarb or Dar-ul-Islam, are all 
‘-prohibited from rebellion against a Gavernment which interfores in no 
way with the freo worship of their religion, The word “ Faithful,” ag 
vogards gekud, applies only to the Aahomedan subjects of a Mahomedan 
‘vuler as pointed out in my lotter of the 31st ultimo, A shad would be 
porfectly lawful for such Mahomedans against an Infidel country which 
+ oppressed Mahomedans, "A jihad by tho Mahomodaus of ‘India against 
their vulors would bo a false ono, would be a xebollion pure et sdémple, and 
~ the misguided mon who took part in it would, according to their religion, 
doserve donth, Were I to have to judge such meu, my sentence, in 
conformity with Mahomedan Law, on their being proved guilty, would 
« ho in accordance with what L hovo now stated, : 


Tn formor days two quostions agitated tho minds of our forefathors 
in this country, v’a—(1) Waa it lawful for Mahomodnus to lond money at 
intoroat hore? (2) If so, was it allowable for Mahomodaus to reside in 
Indian? Thogo two points wore veforrod for docision to Moulvia Abdul 

Axia, bub not u word was said in the roforence about jihad, I would 
apeotally duaw attention to this, a8 it ison this quostion that the Zng- 
Hekman and evon many Mahomedans havo fallen into oor, Abdul 
Aziz, in his reply to the first point, anid that India, according to the 
dostrino of Abu Ianifa, (whose followors all Indian Mahomedans are) was 
not Dar-ul-UWarb, but that it was so according io Imam Mahomed and 
[mom Abu Yusuf. Wo himself’ rulod that India was Dar-ul-Harb ag 
regarded the lawfulnoss of taking uaury, Not a word did ho sny about 
jihad. On this Futwa appenring, the author met with roproaches on 


all sided, and a refutation of his decision appeared shorlly after, ‘The 
E : : 
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following ave ita sentiments :— Under the conditions specified yon de- 
clare that India is not Dar-ul-Harb, bul yon then contradict your own 
svords and call India Dor-ul-Iarb, only as far ws regards tho valility of 
aceepting interest by the Mahomedans of the gonntry. ‘This amounts 
to pious fraud for-wordly prosperity, but thore who aovepl such interest 
cannot be freo from sin in tho eyes of the Almighty.” My veaders may 
‘oe curious to know the person who wrote thid vofutalion, Its author 
‘vas no othor than the foundor of Wahahosism in India, Monlvia Ismnil, 
A copy of the original vofytation will be gladly forwarded to tho Zng- 


lishman if required. , 


On the second question, regarding the lawfulness of Mahomedans 
remaining in India, Moulvie abdul Aziz replied as follows, I give the 
question and his reply word for word, 


Z 


Question. —“ As Tudia in your (ALidul Aziz’s) judgment is Dav-ul- 
Harb, and to take mterest in this country is lawful, should the Maho- 
anedans of India live in it, make profits, and observe obedience to ita 
rulers, or are they bound to abandon the country ?” 


Answer,— Té is not unlawful for the Mahomedlang of India to live 
dn this country, to make profiis, and to obey their rulets, so far ng thoir 
profits and obedionco are not against thoir religious tonets ; thoy uve 


under no obligation to leave the country ; because the Infidels (our rul- * 


evs) have notes yet prohibited them from roading thelr prayars and 
Azan, or from the performance of other roligious duties, Whon tho 
rulers of the country do interdict these, as the Infidela of Medea did to 
our Prophet, then Mahomedane shall be bound to leave the counte: v 


I think I have conclusively shown that the inforences drawn by 
tha Englishman ave, toa great extent, erroneous, and that Mahomedans 
in India have no call whatever to rige in rebellion agaiust their’ rulers. 
A more careful examination of the facis of tho casa, both on theiy part 
aud on the part of English journalists, would have saved the country a 
great deal of unnecessary agitation, A little knowledge is often a, danger- 
ous thing, and the Znglishmaa will doubtless regret having penned the last 


e 
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paragraph of the article undor discussion, None of tho Futwas of the Inst 
eighty years have beon, nor is it nocossary that they should bo, reversed. 


te 
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AN ARTICLE WRITTEN BY SYED AIIMED KHAN BAHADUR, 
C. 8, 1, AND PUBLISHED IN THE ALLYGURI INSTITUTE 
GAZEPTE OF THE 12TH MAY, 187], 


‘ et 


Some of my readers will think thal the much disputed question of 
Dav-ul-Islam and Dav-ul-Harb has already been gono into sufficiently, 
aud voquites no more clucidation, but 1 would remaxk that ‘though the 
mattor has been much tatked of yot it has beon little undorstood, 


Tt is not my intention in this article to discuss the point with 
reference to any particular place or country. I wish only to explain to 
the public tho true signification aud the proper application of the words 
Dar-ul Tslam and Dar-ul-larb, and also the ordinances relating to 
each, 


Tho words Nurul Islaa and Dir-wl-Tlarb do not ocowr in tho 
Koran, nov thoy are found in any of the Zadises (sayings of the Prophet 
Mahomat), Only one //adés which allowes usury to Lhe Mahomodans, 
but which does not rank in wuthorily with other Tadises, and i ig conse- 
quently not very reliable, contains the word Darel: Tarb.’ Whon the 
professors of the Mahomedan religion compiled the Inws of* their faith, 
they mado ws of these two words as special technicalities. The 
primary signifiention of the word Dar-ul-Tlarb is “The House of Strife,” 
mud thet of Dar ul-Telam, “House of Islam.” They were naver used 
in thuiy original sonso in Mehomedan Luw exgopt in their secondary 
moaning, Dar-nl-Larb is amore technical name for a country not 
governed by Muahomedan Laws, in other words a country not under 
& Matomiodan Gavepumeut. Again, a country governed by Mabome- 
dun Laws and having a Mahomedun Government is called Dar-ul-Islam, 


( xv ) 


Now from tho above signification of the words in question it might 
be inferred that a country brought under the yubjestion of a Mahome- 
dan Government would be converted into Dar-ul-[slam, similarly 
country conquered from the Mahomedans by an infidel rulor, into Dar- 
ul-IIarb, Reference, however, to the commandments rolating to onch 
of these two classes of countries will show that thore are places which, 
in reality, ave neithor Dav-ul-Islam nor Dar-ul-Haxb, though for some 
special reason, they may be called by either of those namos. 


It is generally believed that Imam Abu Hanifa diffors from Imams 
Mahommed and Abu Yusuf as to the circumstances under which Dav. 
ul-[slam becomes Dav-ul-Harb, but in reality, the inconsistency is mere- 
ly nominal, According to Imam Abu Hanifa, the following three con- 
ditions make a Dar-ul-Islam Dar-ul-[arb. 


I. “Ifthe rule of the Infidels be predominant in the country.” 


IL Ifit be not surrounded with othor regions under Mahomedan 
rule, in other words if the Government of tho country be firm and 
settled.” ; 


TIL. “Ifthe position of the faithful and tha non-bolioving popula 
tion of the country who were at first undor the protection of a1 Maho- 
medan Government and wero governed by Mahomedan Laws bo altered, 
and their proteotion bo vested in an Infidel ruley.” ‘ 


In the opinion of Imam Mahommed and Abu Yusuf, tho first of the 
foregoing three conditions was clearly sufficient for the sottlomont of 
the question ; they thought that the other two conditions wore only the 
concomitant results of the first ; and this is the fact, 


Now, the ordinances connested with Dar-nl-Harb apply to two dis- 
tinot classes of Mohomedans. The first class includes Mahomedans 
living in an Infidel country (Dar-wl-Harb) under a foreign rule a8 aubjocts ; 
and the second, comprisos the Mahomedan population of a country 
governed by an independent ruler of their own faith, 


‘Their religion enjoina on the first class as follows ~= 


‘ 
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I. “They must obey their rulers, abstain from war or conspiracy 


Against them, and must give no holp to the opponents of their Govern: 


ment, otherwise they lay themselves open to the charge of rebellion,” 


It, Punishments fixed by Maliomedan Law for certain sins will 
notsbe held good with regard to offenders amongst thom, but they shall 
ba requited with penalties suitable to their circumstances,” 


TIL. ‘“Somo of the contracts bearing upon sale and purchase, and 
borrowing and lending money, held unlawful in Dar-ul-Islam, shall be 
considered lawful for them in Dar-ul-Iavb.” 


TV. “If the Government under which they live interdict them 
from the freo discharge of their religious duties, thoy shall loave the 
country without rising up in arms against the Government, ax in the 
time of our Prophet, the trno followors of Mahommed, when oppressed 
by tho non-believers, quietly withdrew from Mecca to Medina and Abys- 
sinia, tho latter country boing at that time undora Christian Ruler, 
But in a Dar-ul-Islam, ifthe Mahomedan ruler of the country acts contra- 
ry to the Maw, his Mahomedan subjects are authorised to dethrone him, 
to try his caso in an open Court, and if necossary, to take up arms to 
accomplish thoiv objoot ; becauso, according to Mahomedan religion, the 
Kalif or tho King, by whatever namo tho ruler of a country may be 
onllod, possessas no moro power than tho Prosidont of the Government of 
the United Statos of America.” 


Let us now turn to the commandments onjoined upon the Maho- 
medans forming tho socond class. 


Thoy ave authorised to mako Jihad against an Infidel Governmont 
if they havo sufficient ronson to believe that thoir fellow-veligionists living 
nuodor that Govornment are oppressed and prohibiled in tho free, dis- 
charge of thoir voligious dutios, providod there exists no treaty,betweon 
them, and also provided that they have good chances of bringing the 
war 10 0 successful issue as happoned in the case of Mecon in the time 
of our Prophet, and Jately in that of tho Sikh Government during the 
reign of Ranjit Sinha, ' 
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: 


It will thus be seen, that an Infidel Government in which the 
Mahomedans enjoy every sort of pence avd scourity, discharge their, 
religious duties with porfect fecdom, and which is connected with a 
Mahomedan Governmont by a treaty, is not Day-ul-Islam, because it is 
a Non-Mahomodan Govornment, but wo may call it so at regards the 
peace and religious freedom which the Moslems onjoy under its protes- 
tion ; nor ds it Dar-wl-Harb, because the treaty oxialing betwoon il and 
the Moslem Government makes Jihad against it mulawfal. Tt, may 
however be called Dav-ul-Harb as it is not a Mahomedan Governmont. 
The position of Hindustan is exactly such as desoribed in the last two 


sentences, 


In ¢onolusion, allow mo, readers, to hope that I havo thus drawn 
a brief but sufficiently cloar and distinguishing lino betwoon Dav- 
ul-Marb and Dar-ul-Ishun which will obviate all confusion on tha point 
for the future, 


’ 


The authorities on which I rely in aupporl of my above statomonts 
AYO t— 


’ 1L—Alamgiri. 
2—Durro Mukhta 
8,—Tahetavi. ; 
4,—-Shami, 
5,—Siyarul Kabir, 
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AN ARTIOLE ON JITAD, PURLISHED IN toe EDITORIAT, COLUMNS 
OF THE PIONEER OF THE 23RD NOVEMBER, 1871, 


ret 
‘ 


Jrmap.—There is s passage in the nddross lately delivered by Sir 
William Muir at Moradabad which strikes us as of unmistakeable im« 
port; itis that in which he Inys down tho principles which have been 


‘ 


( xvi): 


always held by the British Govainment in its relations with its non. 
Chrislian subjoots, hoth Muselman and Hindu “tho Musalman, 
without let or hindrance, porforms his dean, and observes his prayers 
and festivals, his Mdohwmum, his fasts, and his pilgrimages : 
and so also the Hindu, of whatever sect, celebrates his worship with 
all its attendant conditions of holy places, faits, and bathings, in what-- 
evor manner ho thinks proper. In short, every one throughout the 
land is absoluiely free to serve God accordig to the dictates of his 
own conscience,” ‘These words, we conceive, define exactly the post- 
tion of our Government towards its subjects; and taking them for our’ 
text, we propose to examine, and in some respects to traverse, the posi- 
tion Jnid down by Mr. Hunter in his recont work on “Our Indian 


Mugalouuns,” 


Wo havo hefne stated, and neod not ropeat here, our objections to 
tho dynoratro elenché involved in discussing a question, the import of 
which oxtends to the whole of India, upon grounds which, if true, are 
trua only of Lower Bongal, Tt would be onsy to show that, if Mu- 
hammadan holidays are negleotgd in Caleutta, they are fully recognized 
in these Provinces; if Musalmans avo daprived of place nhd power in 
Bengill, they have thoir full shave of official emolumonts in Northern 
Indian, But this is not the maitor now before us, Tho position taken 
wp by ow anthdr may be thus briefly slated :—India is no longor a 
Dar-al-Tslam, or country of the Faithfal, Wore it so, it would be the 
duty of ovory Mugalman to waintain it in its position as such by armed 
rebellion ov srhad. fis a Darwl-harb, or country of the enomy— 
bocause it is no longer ruled by » Moslem ruler—because it is no longer 
administered under the law of Islam—and becnuse the Moslems ro+ 
muining therein are no longer in the possession of the plenary status 
of » Muhaminadan, the “amda-u-cowal.” But jzhad is not, nolwith- 
standing these conditions, luwful, bocause the Moslema are here pro- 
tocled, moostdmin, and avo pormitted:to oxercige their religious duties . 
without let or hindvance, Thus tho duty of jihad would actually be 
affirmed by the decision that Indie isa Dar-ul-Islam; while it is 
shown not to apply undér the conditions in which it oxists as a Dar-ul- 
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hard. Thus, too, the Wahabis, who are assumed to bold that, because 
India isa Darul-hard, therefore jihad is Inwful and incumbent, are 
convinced of ignorance of the law of Islam, 


Tt will be observed that the whole of the abovo conclusions dopond , 
for their validity on the intorconnestion betwoen jsihad, or war in 
defence of relibion, and the distinetion between the Daml-Jslam, and 
the Dar-ul-hard ; and further, on tha assumption that every country 
must be to the Faithful either Dar-ul-harb or Dar-wl-Zalant. If, theva- 
foro, we can show that this classification of inhabited countries is 2o¢ an 
exhaustive dichotomy, aud that the law and practico of Islam recog- 
nizes, and has always recognized, a third term, under which neither 
is the country a country of the Faithful nor is jihad lawful, we shell 
have placed tho disoussion as to the consciontious loyalty of our Musal- 
man subjects on quite other grounds than the distinction drawn by Mr, 
Hunter—upon grounds on which, wo may hope, overy Musalman will 
join us in concluding that he may bo heartily faithful both to his 
religion and his Queen. 


First, what is had? It is war in defence of tho faith “ft sabdiil. 
2éh.” But it has its conditions, and, except undor these, itis unlow- 
fal, It must be against those whoare not only Kafr’, but also* 
*tobstruct the exercise of the faith.” The doctors of tho Iaw in all 
ages, not merely the Moulvios, Meccan or of Northern India, whom My, 
Huntor quotos, have Inid down that to constitute the essentinl condi- 

" tions for Jihad on the part of protected Musnlmans as against o Chris- 
tian power protecting them, thera muat bo posct/ve oppression or ob- 
atruction to the Moslems in the exercise of thoir faith ; not merely want 
of countenance, negative withholding of support, ox absence of pro- 
fession of the faith ; and further, this obstruction and oppression which 
justifies jzhad must bo, not in civil, but in religious matters ; it must 
impair the foundation of some ono of the “pillars of Islam,” and not 
merely touch the existence of Kazoes, the maintenance of the tombs of 
saints (a practice declared by the stricter Moslems to bo horotical), oy 
the administration of the country through Moslom officials. Those are . 


ret 
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marely nogative abstentions from tho frith (kufr), not that positive 
/ oppression (ula) and obstruction 10 the exercise of the faith (sedd) 
, Which alono can justify yéhad, 


Now tho Dar-ul-harb is essontially aud absolutely a country in 
which these conditions exist, and in which séhad is lawful. It cannot 
be according to the natural meaning of tho term, and so long as words 
avo used in their primary sonse, 2 country whore jihad is illegal, Dar. 
ul-Harb does not mean “the country of the enemy,” as translated 
through-out his book by My, unter ; but a country of war”—n coun- 
try in which it is the duty of Moslems to wage war with all their might 
against the oppressors of their faith, or, in dofwult of ability to wage 
wax, from which thoy should flee with all conveniont speed, as the 
Prophot fled from unbelioving Mecca. There is no alternative, Ifa 
land is “the home of war,” war must be waged, or the Faithful remove 
thorofrom, It isa mero abuse of language to apply the name Dar-ul- 
hard to a country with which it is lawful for true believers to maintain 
any friendly relations whatever ; it is a.mero legal subtlety to declare 
that « country is tho “homo of wat,” and yet to allow that Moslems 
thorein enjoy “amd,” whothor tho greator or leasor, Wo do not deny 
that tho title Dar-ul-hard has been applied, even by Moslem doctors 
of authority and weight, too country in which jihad is not lawful ; 
but wo contend that thia is misapplication of tho torm: Dar-ul-hard 
cannot moan a country where war cannot lawfully be waged in defenco 
of the faith, Its uso as tho dosignation of such s country is a more 

« dialectical evolution, and a departure from its original sense. Tho 
propor tev would undor these conditions rather be Dar-tul-amdn, or 
“Tand of security,” in which» Moslem may Inwfully reside as moostd- 

4 mtn; ov seoker cf amdn. 


This is no fanciful thoory wnsnpported by precedont or tradition, 

but is, and has been, tho conclusion arrived at from precedonts reaching 

, back to the days of the Prophet himsolf. Islam is essentially » system 
./ of precedent ; no leagt act of the Prophet or his Tollowors is without’ 
, ita import in defining the relations of the Faith with the World; and 


. 
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among these acis of Muhammad wo find one, the bearing of which is 


unmistakenble, ” 
P ; 


During the early days of Islam, while it baroly maintained fxeif . 
in the Héshimito quarter of Mecon, and Muhammad relied for profes 
tion against the unbelieving Korcish mainly upon his uncle Abu Talib 
(himself an unboliver), in the fifth year of tho Prophet's ministry, tool, 
place the first Megira, or flight from tho land of perseowtion to “a, coun- 
try wherein no one was wronged—a land of rightoousness,” Thia was 
the Christian kingdom of Abyssinia, ruled over by the Najdshee Neyus, 
‘a just king.” Among the emigrants on this occasion wore tho Prophet's 
own son-in-law, Othman, the son of Affiu, and, his wife, the Prophol's 
daughter, Tere the omigrants wore kindly iroatod, and all tho offorts of 
the Koveish to dislodgo them wero unavailing, Neat yenr, the sixth of . 
the Ministry, the porsecution at Meccn redoubling, v recon omigration 
thither took place, more numorous then the first, so thal, we are told, 
the number of the Faithful in this Christian country ronched 101, wilh- 
dut counting their little ones, [Lore thay dwelt in peace and quict- , 
nesa: many of thom remained til] long after the viotorious promulgation 
of Islam, and did not rejoin Muhammad until the oxpedition to Khai 
ber, in the seventh year of the ogira. 


‘ » 


Tt is difeult to overrate the importance of this incident, We have 
actully tho conditions of jihad fulfillod on tho one hand, and an oxact 
counterpart of the conditions under which the Moslems now live fa 
India on the othor, At Meogn tho alternative of jihad or hijrat, fight 
or flight, presented itself ‘Those who wera stvong enough to fight 
remaived, and uphold the fuith in tho blockaded quarter of Abu Télib, . 
Those who were wenk fled, and fled toa Christian Jand, ‘Thore thoy 
found kindliness and hospitality,‘ ond dwelt many yoors in pnfoty 
undar the protection of the * People of the Book.” ‘he Koran saya*— , 
“Ofna truth ye shall find tho most violont of men in onmity aghinst 
thoso who holieve, the Jews and those who have associated others in 
companionship with God ; and ye shall fiid the nearest of men in chari- 
ty to those who believe, those who say—Wo are Nazayeney, This is 
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becuse among them are priests mid monks, and because they are not 


puffed np.” ITevo, then, we haye the Prophet's own authority, both hy 


act and precopt, for the recognition by a Moslom of the existence of x non- - 
Moslom couutry, in which it is Inwfnt for him to reside under the pto- 
teolion of a ruler of an alion faith ; a country in which jehad is posi- 
tively prohibited by the fact that it is itsolfa maman, a refuge from a 
country in which yéhad or flight was a duty, The condition of the 
Mosloms in India under British rulo is precisely similar, They are 
absolutely freo from interference with their faith ; they manage the intor- 
nal affairs of thoir community by their own law; they perform their 
pilgrimage, and colobrato their Beds, without lot or hindrance. — 


Wo havo thus shown that the duty of jihad in reference to Mos- 
Jems who live under tho protection of a Christian Government, is fenced 
about with strict conditions, which must be fulfilled before the duty can 
becomo incumbent : that nono of these conditions oxist in British Tndia : 
that British India is, on tho other hand, a gountry in which that pro- 
tection is afforded to tho Faithful with which thoy met at tho hands of 
the Christian ruler of Abyssiniu; and that consequently, so long as 
that proteution exists, we must gonolude that insurrection would be a 
crime, ‘Io call such a country Dar-ul-harb, in tho sivict and ouly 
legitimate sense of the word, is absurd. Tt oan only be so caltod in 
that consirustive aud impropor seuso in which Musalman doctors have 
applied it to all uion-Moslem countries, 


Té uppenrs tous that Mr. Hunter has somewhat misunderstood 
the bearing of the decisions of the doctors of Mecca and Northern India 
which he quotes——tho one declaring India to be Dar-ul-Zslam, and the 
other declaring it to bo Dar-u/-harb. We deteot no such insidious incite- 
mont to rovolt in the first as he declares to vesido in it. In fact, wo believe 
that both authorities, looking at the question propounded from slighily 
differont points-of viow, meant much the same, The Dar-ul-harb of 
the Indian doctors was not the real Dar-ul-harb, but the consttuotiva 
one, which wo have suggested might rather be called Dar-zl-amdn : in 
this the free exercise of the faith is sooured to the helievors, and jihad 
ig unlawful, But looked at from tho other sido, this condition might 
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also be defined as Dar-ul-Islam ond as such the great body of Musal- 
mans in Indin rogard, and have always regarded, it. At any rato, the 
conditions of shad ave to tho Arabian dootors as to those of India the 
same ; whethor under a Dar-al-Zslam or » Dar-ul-harb, thoy do not vary: 
and by whichevor name the intormediate rolation in which wa have 
shown British India to sland to the Moslem may be called, jrhad is 
equally unauthorized, and condemned by the concurrent voico of 
Musalman tradition, from the Prophet to the dootors of to-day. 


In his portraiture of tho Wahabis asset forth in his work, Mr, 
Hunter uniformly describes them ns tho prenchers of insurrection. 
Occasionally we meet with a qualifying sontence ; but thronghout the 
book the general inferonco is that a Wehabi is necossmily a traitor, “2 re- 
volutionist alike in politics and in religion’—a “ proachor of holy war,” 
Tf this were so, the Wahabi would be brondly marked off from all other 
Muhammadsn seots by his denial of thoso conditions which, in tho opi- 
nion of the orthodox, are absolutely necessary to warrant jihad, Bat 
it is not so, A Wahabi is not evon nocessarily an exclusive follower of, 
Abdul Wahhab, he may be a Janafi, a Maliki, or oF member of any 
other Musalman sect-—and almost invariably donominates himself (so 
far as our observation in these Provinces has gone) as a Sunni, A» 
Wohabi is simply o pure worshipper—a puritan of Islam, a follower of / 
the uncontaminatad faith of tho Prophot, To topresent him as uni- . 
formly a seoret conspirator agninst constituted authority—a worlcor in 
darkness, » preacher of sedition—is a libel. Wo could point 1o many 
mon in the service of Govornment, than whom Government possesses 110 
moro faithful or trusted sorvants, who openly and foarlessly and honoy- 
ably avow that thoy are Wahnabis, and glory in the name. Nay, more: 
these men me not only now tho trusted sorvants of the Stato, bub many 
of them were tricd in the hottest fite of the Mutiny, and remained 
faithful. Tad thoy been preachers of jéhad—hnd rebellion been of the 
essence of Wahabi-ism—this could never have boon, And we commend 
their condnat to Mr. Hunter's notico, asa complete reply, on the part 


of the Wahabis themselves, to the * crucial quostion” suggested by him * 


in the note to page 142 of his book, 
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APPENDIX VII. 


—— 


A LuPrer Prom A MusanMan of AGRA, PRESENTLY ON A 
. VIsIt TO ENGLAND, PUBLISHED IN THE “ Tins" 


1 


ty NovemBer Last, 
— 


To mmm Epiron or tim “Toss,” 


Sir,—T havo read with much pleasure the letter by Colonel Nassau 
Tees in the Zimes of the L4th ultimo. Though very favorable to Her 
Mojesty’s Mshomedon subjects in India, it is not very fair toa soot 
which it is tho fashion just now to represont in an odious light, and I 
bog to offer x fow romarks with a view to provont much injustice being 
dono to a largo, deserving, and influential portion of the Mahomedan 
community. As itis an important subject, I hope you will do me 


the favor to giyo it space in your columns, 


, Tho Wehabi question has recently bean the cause of great alarm 
hoth 40 tho Lnglish authorities and to tho Mahomedan population of 

| India, and tho formoy, as I undetsatand from some communications, scom 
detorminod to oxtirpate, if they can, the wholo sect that have the mis- 
fortuno Lo be oallad Wahabis, But I much fear tho Governmont officers 
havo fallon into a fatal mistake, inasmuch ag thoy appear to take 
Wahabia in gonoval for disalfeoted people and disloyal subjects. A 

vs Wahebi, as favas Mahomedan religion is concerned, moaus nothing 
more than one who has tha most firm and implicit beliefin the unity of 

* God, and who has uo faith in the supernatural powers of saints, nov in 
the superstitions which dorive no support from true Mahomedanism, 
but have, somohow or other, obtained credence among difforont sents, 

Ta point of fact a Wababi is the faithful observer of tho injunotions of the 
Koran and the precepts of tho Prophei, and his religious opinions are 
anything but irrational. I cannot help believing that pationt inquiry 
would show that moro than half of the Mahomedan population of India 
belong to that sect, and yet they ore aa loyal subjects ea it is porsi- 
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ble fora foreigner to be. To suspect, therefore, all these who are 
called Wahabis of disloyalty, and to troat thom acudrdingly, would he 
the surest way of spreading disafeetion among loyal aubjects, aud this 
would be gs dangerous as to pass over withont notios real disalfeetion, | 


+ The English people appeea to have fallen into ancther mistoke, 
Thoy believe that Wababi-ism imposes upon the holdovs of that faith 
tho duty of making religions war (Jz) upon “infidels.” hore onn- 
not ba a groater error, Tho injunction to make Jihad ix, no doubl, one 
of the principal commandinents (or tu use the literal trauslation of 
Arabic, is “one of tho pillars of Islam”), tho observance of which is ag 
incumbent upon any Mussutmen, as upon a Wahabi. Bat this injunc- 
tron is qualified by many conditions ; and ag it is a religious duty of a 
Mahomedan to make Jihad when ciroumstances make it itnperative, so 
it ig not tho Jess important for him to abstain from it whon ciroum- 
stances do not call for it, ‘Tho degisions of tho Mahomodan law author- 
itiva of India have sot at rost tho question that the conditions which 
muke a country Dar-ui-hard (homo of war); that is, country where it 
becomes imperatively riooessary, on relyions grounds for the Mahomo- 
dans cither to make Jihad or to give up thoiv residence there, aro not 
found under a Govornraent which has spread tranquillity over thu 
longth and breulth of its dominjons, administers justice with impartioli- 
ty, keeps tho Mahomedans in safety, and doos not intérfore with thoir 
religion, The Wahabis, thoroforo, famed as thoy ave for tho religious ‘ 
obsorvance of their tonets, are the first poople to believa in the Megality 
of /ékad agaiuat the English, 1, for ono, awn point out somo persons 
of great influonce who, though Wahabis to the backbone, have proved 


thomsclves'by various tosts, the most sincere frionds to their Christian 
Sovereign. In the late Munity, at the risk of their lives and of tha 
destruction of their families, they took no part against the Muglish, 
simply because it was contrary fo their faith to mako Jihad against’ uv 
them, They consulted their doctors over and over again at the timo 
the Munity of 1857 was in full blazo in places and in conditions where 
nuthing was to be feured from an English magistrate, and the British 
power was aliuost ptostrated, and there was very little expeclation of 
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its restoration. Even the decisions of those troublesome. days prove 


thot the Wahabis wore logally forbidden to wage war, Thero can be 


no doubt that the true Wahabis adhered Lo these decisions, and conso- 
quently were a great source of strength to the English in tho days of 
their misfortune, Wehabi-ism is as averse fiom making Jihad against 
the Englixh under present civounstances as Sunndism or Sidism, for the 
texts of the Koran which troat phout Jzhad are so cloar and jneciso 
that they could hardly be interpreted iu more than one way, and the 
inferences drawn from thom are almost ono and the same among differ- 


ent seats, 


‘ 


But if there are people in Tndia who, as Colonel Nassiu Lees justly 
says, “do not recognize the doctrines” or the law of the orthodox 
Moslem,” who hate the Enghsh for ne other ostensible reason than that ‘ 
thoy ave Unglixh and Christians, aud who heave kept the “ North-Western 
frontier in a state of chronio warfare,” sush people ought not to havo 
been called truce Mahomedans, and much less Wahabis. Thoy are rebels 
al hoart, instigated by avarice and love of plunder, and havo induced 
others who are as unprincipled ag themsolves,ta make war against their 


‘Christian Sovoreign, T have no donbt that most of thom are mon who, 


in one way or anothor, havo become ontoasts from thoir own society, or 
who aro guilty of'somo crime, hut huvo succeeded in eseaping punishmont, 
These people, us descriied by Dy, Hunter, coustitute “a poronniol 
stream of malcoutonts. ... ....... Absoonding debtors, oseapad convists, 
spondthiifts, too ruined to be at poace with sovial order, traitors too 
guilty to hope for meray from tho law,” 

' 


Tt is, therefore, necessary for the sake of India, no less than for 
tho snke of justice, that the British Government should be careful 10 
discriminate between tha Wohabis and rebols before it takes any deci- 
sive sleps in the matter ; for, unless such distinotion is made, there is 
great slangor of giving rise to a state of things which may prove still 
more disastrous to the nglish Government in India, 


The Anglo-Indians seem so much prejudiced against. the Wahabis 
that they appear glad to find some excuse for giving them a bad name, 
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For instance, the murdor of the late Jamented Mr. Justice Norman 
hag been laid ut the door of Wrbabi-isin, und some of your eorrospon, 
dents took the opportunity to givo oxpression to thei animosity by 
unsupported slatements thal tho murderer was Wahobi, [tis idlo 
for me to say whother ho was so or not ull furthor tostimony is af hand, 
but, as far asthe tolegrams you hevo published can givo any informa. 
tion, it is clear that no Wahabi name has boon mentioned, Residos, it 
is impossible to see in what way tho assassin could havo hoped bo bonofit” 
the caso of Amir Khan by murdoring a Judge who was swra to he re- 
placed by anothor of tho samo nation, roligion, and almost of aimiloy 
qualifications, I cannot help thinking that the assassin had some 
personal gindge against tho Into Officiating Chiof Justice, and having 
an inilabloand oxcitable tempor, for which alt his count:ymon (Afghans) 
aro famous, was probably unablo to curb his savage proponsitios, aud 
go murdered his violin. 


Apologizing for tho longth of tho lottery, I hayo tho honor to 
bo, Six, your most obediont sorvant, 


: A. Mussunmay or Agra, 
POU RIAL . 
¢ ane re » 
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